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AFFIDAVIT FOR NON CORPORATE STATUS 

Concerning the Rights of American 
citizens in foreign States under 
the Expatriation Act. 

Affiant , being of sound mind and competent to make this 

affidavit with personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, in attesting to said facts in his/her 
authorized capacity. 

That Affiant, is not a corporation created under the laws of the United States or any state, 
the District of Columbia, or any territory, commonwealth, or possession of the United States or a 
foreign state or country public or private. 

That Affiant, is not an officer, agent, shareholder, franchisee, or fiduciary agent, resident 
inhabitant, or domiciled in any corporation. 

That Affiant, is not: A vessel documented under Chapter 121 of Title 46 USC or a vessel numbered as 
provided in Chapter 123 of that Title. 

That Affiant, Is not an enemy of the United States or any corporation created under the laws of the 
United States or any state, the District of Columbia, or any territory, commonwealth, or possession of the 
United States, or a foreign state or country public or private. 

Any presumption that Affiant is any of the above or documentation implying any of the above, 
is not the act or intention of this Affiant and any such presumption or documentation is fraudulent, 
illusionary, false representation of a matter of fact or a kind of artifice employed by one person to 
deceive another for self-serving purposes. 

That Affiant, is neither affiliated with or, an enemy of any public or private corporation domestic or 
foreign, but is a neutral body. 

That Affiant's, name and the location 

of , are particularly 

unique to this Affiant, although not affiliated with the corporate body politic near the same location and it 
suffices as complete, necessary and sufficient identification and evidencing Affiants neutral 
standing (15 USC 1681h). 



That Affiant, a living, breathing man, 

declare in my own handwriting that the following facts are true to the best of my 
knowledge and belief; 

I hereby deny that the following corporations exist; UNITED STATES; 



and ALL OTHER CORPORATE MEMBERS WHO ARE, OR MAY BE ASSOCIATED 
WITH ANY COMPLAINTS AGAINST my natural body. 

Further, that I do solemnly attest that the aforegoing facts contained herein are true, correct and 
complete to the best of my knowledge and belief, under the penalty of perjury in accordance with the laws of 
the United States and the law of nations. 

Further Affiant sayeth not 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal this day of 

200 . 



Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of: 

) 

In the State of 

) ss 

In the County of ) 

On this, the day of , 200 , before me a Notary Public, the undersigned 

officer, personally appeared , known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be 

the person whose name is subscribed to die within instrument, and acknowledged that he/she executed the same for the 
purposes therein contained. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and notarial seal. 

Notary Public 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion 
was hand delivered/mailed to on 



Isl 



POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF AFFIDAVIT 
FOR NON CORPORATE STATUS 



1) The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 52 applies in Civil and Criminal actions with equal force and effect 
Because criminal is always civil in nature. No civil or criminal cause of action can arise lest there be a contract. 
See Eads v. Marks 249 P 2d 257,260. There is always a presumption that a contract exists and that the responding 
Parry is a Corporation; Under Rule 52 which is the same in all the States as in the Federal Rules, the Texas Court of 
Appeals has ruled on the finding of fact by the Court that "the failure of an adverse party to deny under oath the 
Allegation that he is 'incorporated dispenses with the necessity of proof of the fact." Thus, a presumption becomes 

A finding of fact by- the Court unless rebutted before trial. 

2) A presumption is a rule of Law, Statutory or judicial, by which finding of a basic fact gives rise to the existence 
Of presumed fact, until presumption is rebutted. See Van Wart v. Cook 557 P.2d 1161, 1 163. In the Commercial 
Law of all the States, a presumption means that the trier (Judge) of fact must find the existence of the fact presumed, 
Per Court Rule 52, unless and until evidence is introduced which would support a finding of its non-existence this 
States Commercial Code Section 1-201 (31). Thus, the Affidavit for Non Corporate Status is for the purpose of 
Rebutting any presumption that this Respondent is the Corporation named in the alleged complaint. 

3) When the complaint is lodged by a Government for the collection of a fine, fee or a tax all of which are revenue, 
Raising taxes, they are imposed only on Corporations. See Coloniel Pipe Line Co. v. Traigle 421 US 100 (1975). 
Thus, the instant complaint for the collection of some form of tax must have been lodged against a Corporation 

By a name similar to my name. This Respondent must rebut the presumption that he is the Incorporated name, or 
It will appear to be a fact. 

4) If it is not a Corporation, it cannot as such, appear and plead. See West Union Tel. Co. v. Evser 2 Colo. 141 
See Greenwood v. Railroad Co. 123 Mass. 32; Foster v. White Cloud 32 Mo. 505; Hobich v. Folger 20 Wall. 1; 
Bovce v. M. E. Church 43 Md. 359; Folsom v. Star Union etc. Freight Line 54, Iowa 490. 

5] When brought into Court by its Corporate name, its existence as a Corporation is admitted. See Mud Creek 
Drain Co. v. State 43, Ind. 238. And where an action is brought against a Defendant by a name implying a 
Corporation, and in that name such Defendant forms an issue by general denial, and goes to trial, it is not 
Necessary for the Plaintiff to introduce any evidence of the existence of the Corporation. See Adams Express 
Co. v. Hill 43 Ind. 1 57. See Johnson v. Gibson 73 Ind. 282; Ewing v. Robeson 1 5 Ind. 26; Cal lender v. Railroad 



Co, 1 1 ohio St. 5 1 6; Com, Ins. Etc, Co, v. Taylor 8 S.C. 107. Compare Ware v. St, Louis Bagging and Rope 
Co. 47 Ala. 667. 

6) Stating not facts, but a conclusion only, is insufficient. It has been held that where the representative of 
A railroad corporation is served with process, he may plead in abatement in his own name that the Corporation 
Is extinct. See Kelley v. Railroad Co. 2 FlipC.C. 581: Callender v, Painesville Co. 11 Ohio St. 516; Quarrier v. 
Peabodv Co. 10 W. Va. 507: Evarts v. Killineworth Co. 20 Conn. 447; Stewart v. Dunn 12 Mees. & W. 655; 
Stevenson v. Thorn 1 3 Mees. & W. 1 49. Where a person is so served with process he may by plea, deny that 
He sustains any such relation to the Corporation as authorizes the service of process on him. See Kelley v. 
Railroad Co. 2 Flip C. C. 581. 



JUDICIAL NOTICE 

COMES NOW 1 ' James Wright " , American Citizen, sui juris, . .Defendant 
non-licensed attorney litigant, the undersigned, and now gives Notice to the courtj 

NOTICED the court is now a Judicial, and not an administrative, proceeding, and 
FURTHER NOTICED said Defendant is a Citizen, one who retains full Constitutional 
Rights and enjoys the benefits thereof, and 

FURTHER NOTICED, FAIR WARNING, NOT AS A THREAT, NOTICE pursuant to 
United States v. Lanier on certiorari No. 95-1717, is hereby given each member of the 
prosecuting party. 

Date : / s / 

Certificate of Service 

A copy of foregoing pleading was mailed 1st class/hand delivered 
to below named party ( s ) . 

Date: /s/ 



VERIFIED APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 



I come before this Court through my First Amendment right of redress of grievances 
which includes my right of access to courts, Nestle Ice Cream v. N.R.L.B.. 46 F3d 578 (6* Cir. 
1995); which cannot be impaired either directly or indirectly In Re Workers' Refund. 46 F3d 813; 
and said right is birthplace for the right of court access, Bieresm V. Reno. 59 F3dl445 (3* 
Cir.1996); and constitutional rights cannot be denied because of the hostility to assert/exercise 
them, Watson v. Memphis. 375 US 526; and no sanction or penalty can be imposed upon one 
because of the exercise of said rights, Sherer v. Cullen. 481 F. 946. 

I, , depose and say that lam the , in the above entitled 

case; that in support of my application to proceed without being required to prepay fees, costs or 
give security therefor, I state that because of my poverty, I am unable to pay costs of said 
proceeding or give security therefore, that I believe I am entitled to redress; and that the issues 
which I desire to present are the following; 

I, further affirm that the responses which I have made relating to my ability to pay costs of 
prosecuting are true; 

1. James Wright is not presently employed nor has been for the. 
past 7 years. 

2. I have no savings account but I have a checking account with a 
$25.00 balance. 

3. My income for the past 3 years was approximately $21,000.00. 

4. James Wright has %]0K^k% a month Social Security check, which 
is his only income. 

I understand that a false statement in this application will 
subject me to penalties for perjury. 



Date 2009 



ORDER 

Let the applicant proceed without prepayment of costs or fees 
*r the necessity of giving security therefore. 



DATE 



J. 
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THE 2007 HHS POVERTY GUIDELINES 
One Version of the [U.S.] Federal Poverty Measure 

[ Federal Re gister Notice with 2007 Guideiine s - Full Text ] 
[ Prior Poverty Guidelines an d F ederal Register Re f eren ces Since 1982 ] 
[ Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) ] 
[ Further R e sources on Pov ert y Measurement, P o verty Lines, and Thei r History ] 
[ Computations for the 20 07 P overty Guidelines ] 

There are two slightly different versions of the federal poverty measure: 
« The poverty thresholds, and 
o The poverty guidelines. 

The poverty thresholds are the original version of the federal poverty measure. They are updated each 
year by the Census Bureau (although they were originally developed by Mollie Qrshanskv of the Social 
Security Administration). The thresholds are used mainly for statistical purposes — for instance, 
preparing estimates of the number of Americans in poverty each year. (In other words, all official 
poverty population figures are calculated using the poverty thresholds, not the guidelines.) Poverty 
thresholds since 1980 and weighted average poverty thresholds since 1959 are available on the Census 
Bureau's Web site. For an example of how the Census Bureau applies the thresholds to a family's income 
to determine its poverty status, see " How the Census Bureau Measures Poverty " on the Census Bureau's 
web site. 



The poverty guidelines are the other version of the federal poverty measure. They are issued each 
year in the Federal Register by the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS). The 
guidelines are a simplification of the poverty thresholds for use for administrative purposes — for 
instance, determining financial eligibility for certain federal programs. (The full text of the Federal 
Register notice with the 2007 poverty guidelines is available.) 



The poverty guidelines are sometimes loosely referred to as the "federal poverty level" (FPL), but that 
phrase is ambiguous and should be avoided, especially in situations (e.g., legislative or administrative) 
where precision is important. 



Key differences between poverty thresholds and poverty guidelines are outlined in a table under 

Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs). See also the discussion of this top ic on the Institute for Research on 
Poverty's web site. 



http://aspe.os.dhhs.gov/poverry/07poverty.shtml 
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2007 Federal Poverty Guidelines rage zui j 



2007 HHS Poverty Guidelines 



Persons 
in Family or Household 


48 Contiguous 
States and D.C. 


Alaska 


Hawaii 


l 


$10,210 


$12,770 


$11,750 


2 


13,690 


17,120 


15,750 


3 


17,170 


21,470 


19,750 


4 


20,650 


25,820 


23,750 


5 


24,130 


30,170 


27,750 


6 


27,610 


34,520 


31,750 


7 


31,090 


38,870 


35,750 


8 


34,570 


43,220 


39,750 


For each additional 
person, add 


3,480 


4,350 


4,000 



SOURCE: Federal Register, Vol. 72, No. 15, January 24, 2007, pp. 3147-3148 

The separate poverty guidelines for Alaska and Hawaii reflect Office of Economic Opportunity 
administrative practice beginning in the 1966-1970 period. Note that the poverty thresholds — the 
original version of the poverty measure — have never had separate figures for Alaska and Hawaii. The 
poverty guidelines are not defined for Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, American Samoa, Guam, the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Micronesia, the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and Palau. In cases in which a Federal program using the poverty guidelines serves any 
of those jurisdictions, the Federal office which administers the program is responsible for deciding 
whether to use the contiguous-states-and-D.C. guidelines for those jurisdictions or to follow some other 
procedure. 

The poverty guidelines apply to both aged and non-aged units. The guidelines have never had an 
aged/non-aged distinction; only the Census Bureau (statistical) poverty thresholds have separate figures 
for aged and non-aged one-person and two-person units. 

Programs using the guidelines (or percentage multiples of the guidelines — for instance, 125 percent or 
185 percent of the guidelines) in determining eligibility include Head Start, the Food Stamp Program, the 
National School Lunch Program, the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program, and the Children's 
Health Insurance Program. Note that in general, cash public assistance programs (Temporary Assistance 
for Needy Families and Supplemental Security Income) do NOT use the poverty guidelines in determining 
eligibility. The Earned Income Tax Credit program also does NOT use the poverty guidelines to 
determine eligibility. For a more detailed list of programs that do and don't use the guidelines, see the 
Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs). 

The poverty guidelines (unlike the poverty thresholds) are designated by the year in which they are 
issued. For instance, the guidelines issued in January 2007 are designated the 2007 poverty guidelines. 
However, the 2007 HHS poverty guidelines only reflect price changes through calendar year 2006; 
accordingly, they are approximately equal to the Census Bureau poverty thresholds for calendar year 
2006. (The 2006 thresholds are expected to be issued in final form in August 2007; a preliminary 
version of the 2006 thresholds is now available from the Census Bureau.) 

The computations for the 2007 poverty guidelines are available. 

The poverty guidelines may be formally referenced as "the poverty guidelines updated periodically in the 
Federal Register by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services under the authority of 42 U.S.C. 
9902(2)." 



http : //aspe. os . dhhs.gov/poverty/ 07poverty . shtml 
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This document is drafted with the direction o f James Wright 
for the purpose of securing and noticing the above parties the matters illustrated herein and 
no other, this day of ,20 



James Wright requests that this court afford James Wright unfettered 
assistance of counsel for his/her defense as provided for in the Constitution for the United States 
and the Constitution of this Commonwealth affording his/her assistance of his/her own choice in 
prosecuting defenses to allegations propounded against the peace and dignity of his/her lawful use 
of the public way in the locomotion of his/her person and property not subject to licensure and 
therefore the regulation complained of or it's penalties. 

Such "assistance of unfettered Counsel" is to have no allegiance or duty to any sovereign 
organization, system or individual other than James Wright and the rights secured in 
this proposed act of peaceable assembly for the redress grievance to the party claiming injury. 

As I am an individual exercising a secured right, not subject to diminishment by rule or 
custom, I am not proceeding nor do I intend to proceed in propria persona or as "pro se" or other 
representative capacity nor do I contemplate that I am competent to proceed or appear without 
assistance of Counsel in any proceedings. 

This matter should be heard as soon as possible before trial is scheduled on that day as this 
matter bears on my ability to prosecute an effective defense and therefore, a fairer trial. 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE OF 
IJNFETTERED COUNSEL 



The Constitutions for the United States and the Constitution of this Commonwealth both provide 
that "In all CTirnirial prosecutions, the accused shall have the assistance of Counsel for his/her 
defense, (the word "counsel" is not capitalized in the State Constitution) 

Further, the Sixth Article of the United States Constitution provides in part: 

"This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the 
Authority of the United States, shall be the Supreme Law of the Land; and 
the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, and any Thing in the 
Constitution or Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding. 



The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the Members of the 
several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial Officers, both of the 
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, 
to support this Constitution." 



To deny the exercise of a protected activity to one rightfully not prohibited or barred by 
incapacity from exercising such conduct is to do violence to the Oath of the office by which such 
performance is mandated, and dishonoring the service agreement for which all "officials" are 
remunerated while serving in the capacity for which they have given such Oath. 

It is well known that "lawyers" are officers of the court as a privilege afforded to those who 
swear allegiance to the "Bar" and are licensed to "practice" before "courts", sometimes using the 
appellation "Esquire" to distinguish themselves from the "laity". By the terms of the Constitution 
for the Commonwealth, Judges are required to be "licensed as Lawyers" to practice law as a 
condition of obtaining said office, and as "bar" members, are also afforded such privilege as 
"membership in the Bar" carries with it, not excluding the title of nobility known to all the laity as 
"your honor." 

Is it possible that the bar association had a least minor influence in drafting the language 
used to establish such a foundation for the judiciary, or perhaps just enough influence on the 
"model constitution" from which this "progressive" idea was obtained to support such a monopoly 
in a "free" state? 

It is axiomatic that a grant of privilege results in a reciprocal "duty" to the "grantor" of the 
privilege. Such privilege and duty converts to allegiance in circumstances of conflict of interest, as 
when a contract of employment with appointed or hired defense lawyers conflicts with "bar" 
policy; reducing the contract to that of secondary importance. (See e.g., Corpus Juris Secundum 
under Attorney and Client). 

Given the duty of a recipient of a privilege to the provider of the privileges, it is likely that the 
representations of the bar "Counsels" are at least as likely as not to be biased in favor of the bar 
when the question turns on that which affects the members in the negative. 

Given that I do not choose to be adventuresome in respect of my liberty, I have decided to 
exercise the only available alternative and prosecute such defenses as is practicable given the 
prevailing conditions. 

Done this_ r day of , 20( , as related above and signed below at the 

instance of the accused James Wright with copies to be served on all appropriate parties i 



A true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion was hand delivered/ 
mailed to below named party (s). 



Date: 



RespectfMy Submitted, 



PROOF OF SERVICE 



DATE : 



/s/ 



Refusal to Contract with the Accused as an Attorney and 

Counsellor-at-Iaw 



T, , being an Attorney and 

Counsellor-at-law. do hereby sign this Notice confirming that I will be unable to provide Assistance of Counsel as 
secured in the Sixth Amendment and the Judiciary Act of 1789 Section 35 to the Accused. 

And further. I will I mil not disclose the reasons for being unable I refusing to provide Assistance of 
Counsel to the Accused as secured in the Sixth Amendment and the Judiciary Act of 1789 Section 35. 

I have attached I have not attached to this Refusal the reasons why I am unable to provide Assistance of 
Counsel as secured in the Sixth Amendment to the Accused. 

Date 

Signature of Counsellor 



Refusal to Provide Assistance of Counsel 
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This document is drafted with the direction o f 
for the purpose of securing and noticing the above parties the matters illustrated herein and 
no other, this day of ,20 

. . ■„ ■ requests that this court afford _ , unfettered 

assistance of counsel for his/her defense as provided for in the Constitution for the United States 
and the Constitution of this Commonwealth affording his/her assistance of his/her own choice in 
prosecuting defenses to allegations propounded against the peace and dignity of his/her lawful use 
of the public way in the locomotion of his/her person and property not subject to licensure and 
therefore the regulation complained of or it's penalties. 

Such "assistance of unfettered Counsel" is to have no allegiance or duty to any sovereign 

organization, system or individual other than .. and the rights secured in 

this proposed act of peaceable assembly for the redress grievance to the party claiming injury. 

As I am an individual exercising a secured right, not subject to diminishment by rule or 
custom, I. am not proceeding nor do I intend to proceed in propria persona or as "pro se" or other 
representative capacity nor do I contemplate that I am competent to proceed or appear without 
assistance of Counsel in any proceedings. 

This matter should be heard as soon as possible before trial is scheduled on that day as this 
matter bears on my ability to prosecute an effective defense and therefore, a fairer trial. 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE OF 

The Constitutions for the United States and the Constitution of this Commonwealth both provide 
that "In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall have the assistance of Counsel for his/her 
defense, (the word "counsel" is not capitalized in the State Constitution) 

Further, the Sixth Article of the United States Constitution provides in part: 

"This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the 
Authority of the United States, shall be the Supreme Law of the Land; and 
the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, and any Thing in the 
Constitution or Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding. 



The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the Members of the 
several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial Officers, both of the 
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, 
to support this Constitution." 



To deny the exercise of a protected activity to one rightfully not prohibited or barred by 
incapacity from exercising such conduct is to do violence to the Oath of the office by which such 
performance is mandated, and dishonoring the service agreement for which all "officials" are 
remunerated while serving in the capacity for which they have given such Oath. 

■ It is well known that "lawyers" are officers of the court as a privilege afforded to those who 
swear allegiance to the "Bar" and are licensed to "practice" before "courts", sometimes using the 
appellation "Esquire" to distinguish themselves from the "laity". By the terms of the Constitution 
for the Commonwealth, Judges are required to be "licensed as Lawyers" to practice law as a 
condition of obtaining said office, and as "bar" members, are also afforded such privilege as 
"membership in the Bar" carries with it, not excluding the tide of nobility known to all the laity as 
"your honor." 

Is it possible that the bar association had a least minor influence in drafting the language 
used to establish such a foundation for the judiciary, or perhaps just enough influence on the 
"model constitution" from which this "progressive" idea was obtained to support such a monopoly 
in a "free" state? 

It is axiomatic that a grant of privilege results in a reciprocal "duty" to the "grantor" of the 
privilege. Such privilege and duty converts to allegiance in circumstances of conflict of interest, as 
when a contract of employment with appointed or hired defense lawyers conflicts with "bar" 
policy; reducing the contract to that of secondary importance. (See e.g., Corpus Juris Secundum 
under Attorney and Client). 

Given the duty of a recipient of a privilege to the provider of the privileges, it is likely that the 
representations of the bar "Counsels" are at least as likely as not to be biased in favor of the bar 
when the question turns on that which affects the members in the negative. 

Given that I do not choose to be adventuresome in respect of my liberty, I have decided to 
exercise the only available alternative and prosecute such defenses as is practicable given the 
prevailing conditions. 

Done this T day of „ ,20 , as related above and signed below at the 

instance of the accused . with copies to be served on all appropriate parties# 



Respectfully Submitted, 



PROOF OF SERVICE 

A true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion was hand delivered/ 
mailed to below named party (s). 



DATE : 



Is/ 



The copy of the complaint 1 commercial document] is used to gain jurisdiction, beinp that the 
complaint, information, or indictment itself is the actual probable cause and this is usually found 
iri criminal rule 5 or 5. 1 of the court rules flex praetorial 

What is the difference between an Att orne y at law and a Counse lIoi--ar-iaw? 



Brief fo file with prosecutor: Accused Is Without Assistance of Coaasei 



MOTION FOR CITIZEN'S DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY 



COMES NOW, James Wright, American citizen, Defendant in error, 
non-licensed attorney litigant, the undersigned, and, without accepting 
the jurisdiction of this Court, moves the Court as follows: 

1 . Pursuant to the Rights secured for in the Constitution of the 
united States of America, Article III, Section 2, Paragraph 3, and 
in the 6th Amendment to said Constitution, and in Article I, VI, IX, 
XI, XVII, XXIV, XXV, and XXVI of the Pennsylvania Constitution here- 
by states his demand for Trial by Jury. 

2. Wright demands that the presiding Judge, pursuant to his Oath, 
and honor and abide by said Oath, uphold and support the Referenced 
National and State Constitution, and Wright's Rights secured 
therein, and provide Due Process of law, in a Judicial forum, as 
required, by law, to honor and uphold the Constitution and Wright's 
Unalienable Rights. 



Date: 



/s/ 



P.O. Box 3781 
Easton, PA 18045 



BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

This brief summari2es without becoming too lengthy the case law in support of Plaintiffs Right 
to a trial by jury in this instant case. All case law cited is pursuant to the intent of the U.S. 
Constitution as written by our founding fathers. 

1 . 'To ascertain scope and meaning of Seventh amendment, preserving trial by jury in suits 
at common law where the value in controversy exceeds $20, resort must be had to the 
appropriate rules of the common law established at the time of the adoption of the constitutional 
amendments in 1791. U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. 7. Dimick v. Scheidt, 55 S. Ct. 296, 293 U.S. 
474, 79 L. Ed. 603." 9A S. Ct. Digest 250. 

2. "The distinction between law and equity jurisdiction is constitutional to the extent to 
which the seventh amendment forbids any infringement of the rights of trial by jury, as fixed by 
the common law. Root v. Lake Shore & S.R. Co., 105 U.S. 1 89, 26 L. Ed.975." 9A S. Ct. Digest 
250. 

3. "Seventh Amendment to Constitution preserves right of jury trial existing under English 
Common Law when amendment was adopted and protects it from indifect impairment through 
possible enlargement of courts' power of re-examination under such law. Baltimore & Carolina 
Line v. Redman, 55 S. Ct. 890, 295 U.S. 654, 79 L. Ed. 1636." 9A S. Ct Digest 251. 

4. "A constitutional power cannot be used by way of condition to attain an unconstitutional 
result. Gontiliion v. Lightfoot, 364 U.S. 339, SI S. Ct. 125." S. Ct. Digest, L. Ed. 

5. "A litigant may only assert his own constitutional Rights and immunities. McGowan v. 
Maryland, 366 U.S. 420, 81 S. Ct. 1 101." S. Ct Digest, L. Ed. 

6. "The Constitution is intended to preserve practical and substantial Rights, not to maintain 
theories. El Pase v. Simmons, 379 U.S. 497, 85 S. Ct. 577." S.'Ct. Digest, L. Ed. 

7. "Where Rights secured by the Federal Constitution are involved, there can be no rule- 
making or legislation which would abrogate them. Miranda v. Arizona, 3S4 U.S. 436. 86 S. Ct. 
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8. "Constitutional deprivations may not be justified by some remote administrative benefit 
to the state. Harman v. Forssenius, 380 U.S.24, 85 S. Ct. 1 177." S. Ct. Digest, L. Ed. 

9. "Where the intention of a constitutional provision is clear, there is no room for 
construction, and no excuse for interpolation or additions. United States v. Sprague, 282 U.S. 
716, 51 S. Ct. 220, 71 ALR 1381." S. Ct. Digest, L. Ed. 

10. "A clause in the Constitution must be given full force and effecL throughout the Union. 
King v. Mullins, 171 U.S. 404, 18 S. Ct. 925." S. Ct. Digest, L. Ed. 

11. "The Constitution was intended to prohibit things, not names, and its provisions cannot 
be evaded by giving a new name to an old thing. ""Craig v. Missouri, 4 Pet 410." S. Ct. Digest. 
L.Ed. 

12. "As used in constitutional or statutory provision, the term "jury" is ordinarily understood 
to mean a common-laiv jury if no other jury was known in law at the time of the adoption of the 
constitution." 47 Am Jur2d, 627. 

13. "The Right to trial by jury is a fundamental Right in our democratic system, and is 
recognized as such in the Magna Charta, the Declaration of Independence, the Federal 
Constitution, and the constitutions of the various states." 47 Am Jur 2d, 63 1 . 

14. "The constitutions of the several states generally contain express guaranteed of the Right 
to a jury trial. The typical provision is that the Right shall be and remain, inviolate, or that the 
Right, as heretofore enjoyed, shall remain inviolate. Such Rights apply to both civil and criminal 
cases. The Right is secured, and not granted, by such a provision." 47 Am Jur 2d. 633. 

li~ "It has also been stated that the words "'law of the land" and "due process of law," when 
used in considering the property Rights of individuals, mean not only summons or notice, such 
js is ordinarily given upon institution of a suit, due appearance of the parties in interest, and 
pleading of the facts in issue, but also means a determination thereof b> a jury." ,47 Am J U r 2d, 6 



1 <). '"The Right of a trial by jury, where it is granted by constitutional or statutory pro\ ision, 

cannot be taken away or impaired by the courts, nor has the legislature an> power to authorize 

the courts to take away nor impair the Right when it is secured in or guaranteed by a 

constitutional provision. The general rule is that a trial without a jury cannot be had where there 

is a Right to a iiiry trial. The view has been taken that a court sitting without a jury, w here there 

is a Right to a jury trial which has not been waived, has no jurisdiction of the case, and its decree 
is \ aid. the f'urv being a necessary constituent part of the court itself." 47 Am hir 2d. tf43. 

1 7. Every state law must conform in the first place to the constitution of the U.S., and then to 
the subordinate constitution of the particular state, and if it infringes upon the provisions 
of either, it is so far void. Houston v. Moore 18 U.S. 1, 5 L. Ed. 19. 

18. Court's ruling is not discretionary if Court violates their oath of office to the state and 
federal constitutions by depriving citizen of constitutional rights, which is 
unconstitutional. See Adamson v. C.I.R.. 745 F. 2d 541, 546 (9 th Cir. 1984). 

1 9. The Court's ruling is not discretionary if it violates the federal constitution, statute, or 
applicable regulation. U.S. Fidelity & Guar. Co. v. United States 837 F. 2d 116, 120 (3 rd 



Cir. 1996). 



Date 





MOTION TO DEMAND THIS COURT READ ALL PLEADINGS DEFENDANT 
FILES WITH THIS COURT, AND ADHERE ONLY TO CONSTITUTIONALLY 
COMPLIANT LAW AND CASE LAW, AND MORE PARTICULARLY, THE 
BILL OF RIGHTS, IN ITS RULINGS 



COMES NOW Defendant, "James Wright" , and moves this Honorable 

Court, pursuant to the oaths sworn by the presiding judge and attending public officers, 

and their duties to the National Constitution, in any and all proceedings before this 

Honorable Court in this matter: 

1. To read, consider, comprehend and rule upon all motions and 
pleadings Wrightfiles with this Court, with Court rulings based only in and 
supported by laws, statutes and case law in agreement with, and not in 
opposition or contradiction to, the National Constitution, specifically, the Bill 
of Rights; 

2. To honor, uphold and abide by the oaths taken by the presiding 
judge and attending court officers, pursuant to the Constitution of the United 

States of America, Article VI. Clauses 2 and 3. and Constitutional requirements 

thereof; 

3. Pursuant to those oaths, to base and support all rulings in law or 
case law which is Constitutionally compliant and which will not: (A) deny 
the powers of and Rights guaranteed in the National Constitution; (B) deny 
Constitutional Rights to American Citizens, in the instant case, "James 

(C\ violate federal and/or state Constitutionally compliant laws; 
Wright * v<- / 

(D) shield, exonerate or hold Defendant(s) harmless and immune from 
Violating federal or state laws, federal or State Constitutions, violating 
"James Wright" Cnstitutional Rights and Rights of due process of law, 
vuongdoing(s), crimes, criminal activity(ies), fraud, collusion and conspiracy, 
insurrection, sedition and anarchy. 



4. To acknowledge that American Citizens, in the instant case, "James 

Wright" , are Sovereign in this Nation, and that the government, this, and 

other Courts serve the American Citizens pursuant to: (A) limited powers 

delegated from the Constitution, which delegated powers are derived from the 

People; (B) oaths taken to uphold the Constitution; (C) the Constitution, 

specifically, the Bill of Rights; (D) powers authorized only by the Constitution 

or laws in full compliance therewith, specifically, the Bill of Rights, and (E) 
acknowledge that lack of Constitutional authority precludes any action and 

voids any ruling by this Court- 
Wherefore, since the Constitution is the Supreme Law of this Land, to 

v\hich this Court and presiding judge are sworn, Defendant "James 

wright", respectfully moves this Honorable Court to grant this Motion, 

based in and supported by the federal Constitution, for the aforesaid reasons, to 

honor and uphold her Constitutional Rights during all judicial proceedings, to 

read Wright's pleadings and rule based only in law and case law compliant 

with, and not in opposition or contradictory to, the Constitution. 

ate: , 20 /s/ 

P.O. Box 3781 
Easton, PA 18045 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motio 
s hand delivered 

/s/ 



MOTION TO CLAIM AND EXERCISE CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS AND REQUIRE 
THE PRESIDING JUDGE TO RULE UPON THIS MOTION, and ALL PUBLIC 
OFFICERS OF THIS COURT TO UPHOLD SAID RIGHTS 

Point of Law 

COMES NOW Defendant "James Wright", and moves the court 
pursuant to oaths sworn by the presiding judge and the attending 
public officers: 

1 . To acknowledge and act in accordance with a United States 
Federal Court ruling to wit: "The claim and exercise of a Con- 
stitutional Right cannot be converted into a crime." Miller v. 
U.S. 230 F2d 286, 489: 

2. To honor, uphold and abide by the oaths taken by the presiding 
judge and attending court officers, pursuant to the Constitution 
of the United States of America, Article VI, Clauses 2 and 3 and 
the Constitution of the commonwealth of Pennsylvania Article I @ 
1,2,20,25,26, and Article V @sec. 10(c). 

3. To provide Due Process of law, pursuant to the First, Fourth, 
Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Ninth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America, and pursuant to Article 
I §6,9,11,17,20,25, and 26 of the constitution of the commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, a nd as required by the aforementioned oaths taken 
by the presiding judge and attending court officers, in this matter, 

4. To provide equal protection under the law', as required by the 
National and state Constitutions and pursuant to the referenced oaths; 

5. To respect, protect, and uphold the Rights of James Wright, an 

AMERICAN CITIZEN, in this matter, which Rights are guaranteed in the 
National and state Constitutions, pursuant to referenced oaths; 



6. To acknowledge and uphold the Constitution of the United States 
of America as the Supreme Law of this court, in this matter, pursuant 
to the mandate, in Article I 912,17,20,25,26 of the constitutio of 
the commonwealth of Pennsylvania, that the National Constitution is 
the Supreme Law of Pennsylvania. 

7. To acknowledge and so rule that any court and/or judge which 
denies a Citizen to present evidence in any hearing or trial in 
total support of his/her position which evidence had previously 
been sent to Plaintiff and is unrebutted by Plaintiff and counsel, 
is perjury of oath and denial of due process of law. Since neither 
Plaintiff nor counsel rebut this evidence, then, there is no dispute, 
and since there is no dispute, there is no controversy , and since 
there is no controversy, charges must be dismissed; 

8. To acknowledge and so rule that this court and no other court 
and no judge in Pennsylvania has jurisdiction over or can issue 

a court ordgsr against an American Citizen if that court and/or 
judge; (a) do not provide due process of law; (b) do not provide 
equal protection under the law; (c) do not respect and uphold the 
Constitutional Rights of American Citizens, and in the instant action 
the Rights of "James Wright," an American Citizen, pursuant to the 
Rights guaranteed in the Constitutions of the United States of America 
and the commonwealth of Pennsylvania (d) act with sufficient force 
so as to deny the powers of the National and State Constitutions. 

All contracts commence with an offer and only become. binding upon acceptance. See: 
"Contracts" by Farnsworth, third edition, sect. 3.3, pages 112, 113 

WHEREFORE, Defendant James Wright respectfully moves this court 
to grant this Motion for the aforesaid reasons. 

Date: /s/ 

P.O. Box 3781, Easton, PA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion 
was hand delivered 
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FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

COUNTY OF SAN MIGUEL 

STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

COUNTY OF 
STATE OF 



Plaintiff 



Case No. 



Defendant 



MOTION FOR CITIZEN'S DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY 

COMES NOW . an,, u, ,™ cii „c,h , American Citizen, Defendant in Error, non- 
licensed attorney litigant, the undersigned, and, without accepting the jurisdiction of this 
court, moves the court as follows: 

1. Pursuant to the Rights secured for her in the Constitution of the United States of 

America, Article III, Section 2, Paragraph 3, and in the 6 th Amendment to said 
Constitution; and in Article II, Sections 12 and 18, of the New Mexico State Constitution 

Mwj.»»avs, i n wvv ivivAivu vwiioinuuuiiai »viw wivv vviui wuvvi v/nv iui v uw aituv i .mm inmiiic »> 

hereby states her demand for trial by jury. 

2. i .«>.si r ; „„c u , cchuch demands that the presiding judge, pursuant to his oath, honor and 
abide by said oath, uphold and support the referenced National and state Constitutions, 
and Las. Name i Defcuicm ' Rights secured therein, and provide due process of law, in a 
judicial forum, as required, by law, to honor and uphold the Constitution and Edwards' 
unalienable Rights. 

Respectfully submitted. 



http://citizensofthearnericanconstitution.org/jurytrial .htm 
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In re : 

James Wright, 



CRIMINAL DIVISION 
) Case No.: 



Petitioner/Defendant, 

and 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 



Respondent/Plaintiff 



MOTION FOR PRE-TRJAL 
DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION 
UNDER RULESlfet sq., OMNIBUS 
PRE-TRIAL MOTION FOR BILL OF 
PARTICULARS, MOTION FOR 
PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION, 
MQTION-FOR STANDBY COUNSEL 
RULE 318(d) eL seq„ 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 



ORDER 



AND NOW, this 



day of 



, upon receipt of 



defendant's MOTION FOR PRE-TRIAL DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION UNDER 
RULE^ et. sq., OMNIBUS PRE-TRIAL MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS, 
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS, MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC 
EVALUATION, MOTION FOR STANDBY COUNSEL RULE 318(d) et. seq., 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED, it is hereby ORDERED as follows: 

Defendant's Motion to Stay / Continue Proceedings is hereby GRANTED. 



J. 
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PENNSYLVANIA 



CRIMINAL DIVISION 



In re : 



Case No.: 



Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
Bankrupt Legal Fiction 

Respondent/Plaintiff 



James Wright, 



and 



Petitioner/Defendant, 



MOTION FOR PRE-TRIAL 
DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION 
UNDER RULEi T\et. sq., OMNIBUS 
PRE-TRIAL MOTION FOR BILL OF 
PARTICULARS, MOTION FOR 
PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION, 
MOTION FOR STANDBY COUNSEL 
RULE 318(d) et. seq., 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 



MOTION FOR PRE-TRIAL DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION UNDER RULE 
et. sq., OMNIBUS PRE-TRIAL MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS, 
MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION, MOTION FOR STANDBY 
COUNSEL RULE 318(d) et. seq., JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 



COMES NOW James Wright, Sui Juris, who- is unschooled in law and 
moves the court to take Judicial Notice of the enunciation of principles as stated 
in Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, wherein the court has directed that those who 
are unschooled in law making complaints shall have the court look to the 
substance of the complaint rather than the form. 

COMES NOW James Wright, Sni Juris, Petitioner/Defendant in the instant 
matter (hereinafter "Defendant"), to provide formal Notice to all interested parties, and 
to move this honorable Court for a stay of further proceedings, pending formal 
discovery of properly requested information, as follows: 

1. Information is requested in the instant motion under Rule 305. Pretrial 
Discovery and Inspection; defendant demands the following as is defendant's right: 
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(A) Informal discovery as is defendant's right per rule 

Before any disclosure or discovery can be sought under these rules by either party, 
counsel for the parties shall make a good faith effort to resolve all questions of 
discovery, and to provide information required or requested under these rules as to 
which there is no dispute. When there are items requested by one party, which the 
other party has refused to disclose, the demanding party may make appropriate motion 
to the court. Such motion shall be made within 14 days after arraignment, unless the 
time for filing is extended by the court. In such motion the party must set forth the fact 
that a good faith effort to discuss the requested material has taken place and proved 
unsuccessful. Nothing in this provision shall delay the disclosure of any items agreed 
upon by the parties pending resolution of any motion for discovery. 

(B) Disclosure by the Commonwealth. 

(1) Mandatory. In all court cases, on request by the defendant, as is defendant's right 
and subject to any protective order which the Commonwealth might obtain under this 
rule, the Commonwealth shall disclose to the defendant's attorney all of the following 
requested items or information, provided they are material to the instant case. The 
Commonwealth shall, when applicable, permit the defendant's attorney to inspect and 
copy or photograph such items. 

(a) Any evidence favorable to the defendant which is material either to guilt or to 
punishment, and which is within the possession or control of the attorney for the 
Commonwealth; as is defendant's right. 

(b) any written confession or inculpatory statement, or the substance of any 

oral confession or inculpatory statement, and the identity of the person to whom the 
confession or inculpatory statement was made, which is in the possession or control of 
the attorney for the Commonwealth; as defendant's right. 
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(c) the defendant's prior criminal record; 

(d) the circumstances and results of any identification 

of the defendant by voice, photograph, or in-person identification; 

(e) any results or reports of scientific tests, expert opinions, and written or recorded 
reports of polygraph examinations or other physical or mental examinations of the 
defendant, which are within the possession or control of the attorney for the 
Commonwealth; as is defendant's right. 

(f) any tangible objects, including documents, photographs, fingerprints, or other 
tangible evidence; as is defendant's right. 

(g) the transcripts and recordings of any electronic surveillance, and the authority by 
which the said transcripts and recordings were obtained, as is defendant's right. 

(2) Discretionary with the Court as is defendant's right. 

(a) In all court cases, except as otherwise provided in Rule 263 (Disclosure of 
Testimony Before Investigating Grand Jury), if the defendant files a motion for 
pretrial discovery the court may order the Commonwealth to allow the defendant's 
attorney to inspect and copy or photograph any of the following requested items, upon 
a showing that they are material to the preparation of the defense, and that the request 
is reasonable, as is defendant's right. 

the names and addresses of eyewitnesses; as is defendant's right. 

all written or recorded statements, and substantially verbatim oral statements, of 

eyewitnesses the Commonwealth intends to call at trial; as is defendant's right. 

(iii) all written or recorded statements, and substantially verbatim oral statements, 

made by co-defendants, and by co-conspirators or accomplices, whether such 

individuals have been charged or not; as is defendant's right, and 
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Information is requested in the instant motion under Rule 306. Omnibus Pretrial 
Motion for Relief. Unless otherwise required in the interests of justice, all pretrial 
requests for relief shall be included in one omnibus pretrial motion. 
Types of relief appropriate for the omnibus pretrial motion include the following 
requests each of which is and all of which, are the defendant's right: 

( 1 ) for a stay or continuance; to await defendant's request which is vita!, necessary and 
imperative to defendant's defense. 

(2) for severance and joinder or consolidation; as is defendant's right. 

(3) for suppression of evidence; as defendant deems necessary. 

(4) for psychiatric examination; as is defendant's right. 

(5) to quash this information; as is defendant's right. 

(6) for change of venue or venire; as is defendant's right. 

(7) to disqualify a judge, if it may be vital, necessary and imperative to defendant's 
defense. 

(8) for appointment of investigator; to assist defendant and this honorable court in the 
instant matter, as is defendant's right. 

(9) for a pretrial conference. 

4. Information is requested in the instant motion under Rule 318. Waiver of 
Counsel as is defendant's right 

(d) Standby counsel as is defendant's right. 

When the defendant's waiver of counsel is accepted, standby counsel may be 
appointed for the defendant. Standby counsel shall attend the proceedings and shall be 
available to the defendant for consultation and advice. Defendant demands standby 
counsel as is defendant's right. 
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5. The defendant hereby requests a change of venue per Rule 312. Motion for 
Change of Venue or Change of Venire as is defendant's right. 

(a) All motions for change of venue or for change of venire shall be made to the 
court in which the case is currently pending. Venue or venire may be changed by that 
court when it is determined after hearing that a fair and impartial trial cannot 
otherwise be had in the county where the case is currently pending. Defendant has no 
means of if the defendant would not be prejudiced against, and would be exhausted 
and distracted from his defense. 

(b) An order for change of venue or venire shall be certified forthwith to the 
Supreme Court. The Supreme Court shall designate and notify the county of transfer 
or the county, from which the jury is to be empanelled. Unless otherwise ordered by 
the Supreme Court, a judge from the county in which the complaint was filed shall 
preside over all proceedings in the trial court. 

6. The defendant demands a Jury trial, as is defendant's right. 
Defendant is not requesting these Motions for any improper purposes. 

WHEREFORE the defendant requests this Honorable Court to Grant the Defendant's 
instant Motion. 

Date: Isl 

P.O.Box 3781 
Easton, PA. 18045 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

A true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion was hand deliver 
mailed to below named party (s). 



DATE ". 



Isl 



Rui^s of Criminal Procedure Former Rule 305 



Rule 579. Time for Omnibus Pretrial Motion and Service. 

(A) Except as otherwise provided in these rules, the omnibus pretrial 
motion for relief shall be filed and served within 30_ davs after arraignment, 
unless opportunity therefor did not exist, or the defendant or defense 
attorney, or the attorney for the Commonwealth, was not aware of the 
grounds for the motion, or unless the time for filing has been extended by 
the court for cause shown. 

(B) Copies of all pretrial motions shall be served in accordance with Rule 
577. 

Comment 

Contemplated within the concept of cause shown is a finding by the court 
that discovery has not been completed, or a bill of particulars has not been 
furnished, or that contested motions for discovery or for a bill of particulars 
are pending. "Arraignment" for purposes of this rule also means any 
proceeding held in lieu of arraignment in accordance with local rule, as 
permitted under Rule 571. This rule is not intended to preclude the filing by 
any party of a motion prior to arraignment when circumstances necessitate 
such a motion and when otherwise not precluded by rule or by law. 

For general requirements concerning the filing and service of motions, 
notices, and other documents, see Rules 576 and 577. 

Official Note 

Formerly Rule 305 adopted June 30, 1964, effective January 1, 1965; 
renumbered Rule 307 and amended June 29, 19V7 and November 22, 1977, 
effective as to cases in which the indictment or information is filed on or 
after January 1, 1978; amended October 21, 1983, effective January 1, 
1984; renumbered Rule 579 and amended March 1, 2000, effective April 
1, 2001. 

Committee Explanatory Reports: 

Final Report explaining the March 1, 2000 reorganization and renumbering 
of the rules published with the Court's Order at 30 Pa.B. 1477 (March 18, 
2000). 



Rules of Criminal Procedure 



This rule is intended to apply only to court cases. However, the 
constitutional guarantees mandated in Brady v. Maryland, 373 U. S. 83 

(1963), and the refinements of the Brady standards embodied in subsequent 
judicial decisions, apply to all cases, including court cases and summary 
cases, and nothing to the contrary is intended. 

Rule 573. Pretrial Discovery and Inspection. 

(A) INFORMAL 

Before any disclosure or discovery can be sought under these rules by 
either party, counsel for the parties shall make a good faith effort to resolve 
all questions of discovery, and to provide information required or requested 
under these rules as to which there is no dispute. When there are items 
requested by one party which the other party has refused to disclose, the 
demanding party may make appropriate motion to the court. Such motion 
shall be made within 14 days after arraignment, unless the time for filing is 
extended by the court. In such motion the party must set forth the fact that 
a good faith effort to discuss the requested material has taken place and 
proved unsuccessful. Nothing in this provision shall delay the disclosure of 
any items agreed upon by the parties pending resolution of any motion for 
discovery. 

(B) DISCLOSURE BY THE COMMONWEALTH 
(1) MANDATORY: 

In all court cases, on request by the defendant, and subject to any 
protective order which the Commonwealth might obtain under this rule, the 
Commonwealth shall disclose to the defendant's attorney all of the following 
requested items or information, provided they are material to the instant 
case. The Commonwealth shall, when applicable, permit the defendant's 
attorney to inspect and copy or photograph such items. 

(a) Any evidence favorable to the accused that is material either to guilt 
or to punishment, and is within the possession or control of the attorney for 
the Commonwealth; 

(b) any written confession or inculpatory statement, or the substance of 
any oral confession or inculpatory statement, and the identity of the person 
to whom the confession or inculpatory statement was made that is in the 
possession or control of the attorney for the Commonwealth; 

(c) the defendant's prior criminal record; 

(d) the circumstances and results of any identification of the defendant 
by voice, photograph, or in-person identification; 

(e) any results or reports of scientific tests, expert opinions, and written 
or recorded reports of polygraph examinations or other physical or mental 
examinations of the defendant that are within the possession or control of 
the attorney for the Commonwealth; 

(f) any tangible objects, including documents, photographs, fingerprints, 
or other tangible evidence; and 
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reports relate to the testimony of that witness, provided the defendant hm 
requested and received discovery under paragraph (B)(1)(e); and 

(ii) the names and addresses of eyewitnesses whom the defendant 
intends to call in its case in chief, provided that the defendant has previously 
requested and received discovery under paragraph (B)(2)(a)(i). 

(b) If an expert whom the defendant intends to call in any proceeding 
has not prepared a report of examination or tests, the court, upon motion, 
may order that the expert prepare and the defendant disclose a report 
stating the subject matter on which the expert is expected to testify; the 
substance of the facts to which the expert is expected to testify; and a 
summary of the expert's opinions and the grounds for each opinion. 

(D) CONTINUING DUTY TO DISCLOSE 

If, prior to or during trial, either party discovers additional evidence or 
material previously requested or ordered to be disclosed by it, which is 
subject to discovery or inspection under this rule, or the identity of an 
additional witness or witnesses, such party shall promptly notify the 
opposing party or the court of the additional evidence, material, or witness. 

(E) REMEDY 

If at any time during the course of the proceedings it is brought to the 
attention of the court that a party has failed to comply with this rule, the 
court may order such party to permit discovery or inspection, may grant a 
continuance, or may prohibit such party from introducing evidence not 
disclosed, other than testimony of the defendant, or it may enter such other 
order as it deems just under the circumstances. 

(F) PROTECTIVE ORDERS 

Upon a sufficient showing, the court may at any time order that the 
discovery or inspection be denied, restricted, or deferred, or make such 
other order as is appropriate. Upon motion of any party, the court may 
permit the showing to be made, in whole or in part, in the form of a written 
statement to be inspected by the court in camera. If the court enters an 
order granting relief following a showing in camera, the entire text of the 
statement shall be sealed and preserved in the records of the court to be 
made available to the appellate court(s) in the event of an appeal. 

(G) WORK PRODUCT 

Disclosure shall not be required of legal research or of records, 
correspondence, reports, or memoranda to the extent that they contain the 
opinions, theories, or conclusions of the attorney for the Commonwealth or 
the attorney for the defense, or members of their legal staffs. 

Comment 

This rule is intended to apply only to court cases. However, the 
constitutional guarantees mandated in Brady v. Maryland, 373 U. S. 
83 (1963), and the refinements of the Brady standards embodied in 
subsequent judicial decisions, apply to all cases, including court 
cases and summary cases, and nothing to the contrary is intended. 
For definitions of "court case" and "summary case," see Rule 103. 
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Included within the scope of paragraph (B)(2)(a)(iv) is any information 
concerning any prosecutor, investigator, or police officer involved in the case 
who has received either valuable consideration, or an oral or written promise 
or contract for valuable consideration, for information concerning the case, 
or for the production of any work describing the case, or for the right to 
depict the character of the prosecutor or investigator in connection with his 
or her involvement in the case. 

Pursuant to paragraphs (B)(2)(b) and (C)(2)(b), the trial judge has 
discretion, upon motion, to order an expert who is expected to testify at trial 
to prepare a report. However, these provisions are not intended to require a 
prepared report in every case. The judge should determine, on a 
case-by-case basis, whether a report should be prepared. For example, a 
prepared report ordinarily would not be necessary when the expert is known 
to the parties and testifies about the same subject on a regular basis. On the 
other hand, a report might be necessary if the expert is not known to the 
parties or is going to testify about a new or controversial technique. 

Whenever the rule makes reference to the term "identification," or 
"in-person identification," it is understood that such terms are intended to 
refer to all forms of identifying a defendant by means of the defendant's 
person being in some way exhibited to a witness for the purpose of an 
identification: e.g., a line-up, stand-up, show-up, one-on-one confrontation, 
one-way mirror, etc. The purpose of this provision is to make possible the 
assertion of a rational basis for a claim of improper identification based upon 
Stovall v. Denno, 388 U. S. 293 (1967), and United States v. Wade, 388 U. 
S. 218 (1967). 

This rule is not intended to affect the admissibility of evidence that is 
discoverable under this rule or evidence that is the fruits of discovery, nor 
the standing of the defendant to seek suppression of such evidence. See 
Rule 211 for the procedures for disclosure of a search warrant affidavit(s) 
that has been sealed. 

The notice-of-alibi provision of this rule contained in paragraph (C)(1)(a) is 
intended to comply with the requirement of Wardius v. Oregon, 412 U. S. 
470 (1973), by the inclusion of reciprocal disclosure responsibilities placed 
upon the Commonwealth in paragraph (C)(1)(c). See also Commonwealth v. 
Contakos, 314 A. 2d 259 (Pa. 1974). The provision requiring a notice of 
insanity defense, paragraph (C)(1)(b), has not previously been included in 
these rules, but the safeguards surrounding them have been made identical 
to those protecting the defendant under the notice-of-alibi provision. 

It is intended that the remedies provided in paragraph (E) apply equally to 
the Commonwealth and the defendant as the interests of justice require. 

The provision for a protective order, paragraph (F), does not confer upon 
the Commonwealth any right of appeal not presently afforded by law. 

It should also be noted that as to material which is discretionary with the 
court, or which is not enumerated in the rule, if such information contains 
exculpatory evidence as would come under the Brady rule, it must be 
disclosed. Nothing in this rule is intended to limit in any way disclosure of 
evidence constitutionally required to be disclosed. 
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS NORTHAMPTON COUNTY PA 

CRIMINAL jB-IfVISION 



COMMONWEALTH OP PENNSYLVANIA 
Bankrupt legal fiction,,, , rnn 

M FEB 22 P 2: Ob 

Plaintiff Case tfo: C© -48-SA-0000340-201 0 

CLERK OF COMMON 
vs. PLEAS 

^CRIMINAL DIVISION 
James Wright NOrC'IAfC'iUt CO PA 

defendant in error 

MOTION TO DISMISS WITH BRIEF ATTACHED 

1 . What you think is a state is in reality a Corporation, in 
other words, a Person. "Commonwealth of Pennsylvania " 

9F. Supp '272. 

2. "word "Person" does not include state." 12 Op Atty Gen 176. 

3. On August 9, 1790 Article One of the U.S. Statutes a L Large, 
pages 138-178, abolished the States of the Republic and created 
Federal Districts, with former states reorganized as Corporations 
and their legislatures writing new State ' Constitutionsabsent ' 
defined boundaries, fraudulently make .the people "Citizens'-- of. 
the new Corporate, States through non disclosure. ' ; - 

4. There is no Contract, signed or implied, on Citation B68735542, 
Citation B68735531 , and/or Citation B68735520, pursuant UCC2-201(2), 
therefore no Case see Etie R.R. vs. Tompkins (1938). 

5. Defendant, as an American Citizen, traveling "in Foreign Terri- 
tories, has immunity under the Foreign Sovereign Immunity Act (FSIA) 

6. Whereas Defendant has a right to travel unregulated under the 
Magna Charta, Articles of Confederation, Treaty of Peace and U.S. 
Constitution . 

7. Jurisdiction, once challenged by Defendant, is to be proven, not 
bv the Court, but by the party (Jake Carrick) attempting to assert 
Jurisdiction, with Court to rule on sufficiency of the proof, See 
Melo vs. U.S. 505 F2d, 1026. 

8. Tribunal has no American jurisdiction, foreign jurisdiction, 
or basis in law against Defendant as an American citizen (See 
Exhibit A) . 



DATE: I si 



P.O. Box 3781, Easton, PA 18045 
PROOF OF SERVICE 

Copy of foregoing Motion mailed/hand delivered to below named party. 

District Attorney, Northampton County 
669 Washington Street 

Easton, PA 18042 /s/ 



P.O. Box 3781 

DATE: Easton, PA 18045 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS NORTHAMPTON COUNTY PA 

CRIMINAL DIVISION 

"COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Bankrupt legal fiction 
Plaintiff 

vs . 



James Wright 

defendant in error 



Plaintiff, 



vs. 



Defendant 



Case No. 0048- ^- 0000340 - 201 0 



BRIEF ON DRIVER'S LICEN9F 
LICENSE IS "EVIDENCE OF ' 
CONSENT" ViU ^CL OF 



There can be.no i„H^- ■ 

— p- ide DOthing nor a y beins noved — ^ D1ECrict 

Pxocess of laM , under the ^ «««"^«. *ere being no 
, unaer the common law, in cn.K „ 
. ««« of the le glsl at U re- courts of SUCh co °™ ^ »er.lj 

„, courts of contract! 

6 ° nly Ka ? «y senary process «n 
; " »»« there rs so me sort of , *» 
i" - ° r a *easion contract . llo .^"^ "*""» e «• »Plied consent' 

Tnis was a dmit te d in the „ ° ^"^^ the p arties . 

«»xt states: ^ ^ tl « °PiM« of the 




We must turn to the definition of "LICENSE" as found in 

Bouvier's Dictionary of Law. 

LICENSE ; In Contracts. A permission. A right given by 
some cometent authority to do an act which without such 
authority would be illegal. (emphasis added) 

Oregon Revised Statutes (183.310) also defines what a license 
is, to wit: 

LICENSE includes the whole or part of any agency permit, 

certificate , registration or similar form of permission 

required by law to pursue any commercial activity, trade, 

occupation or profession . , i, „„„■,. ^aa^a-\ 

c c . (emphasis added; 

However, no privilege exists for a natural individual as all 

| natural individuals have the un/inalienable right to personal 

^liberty, which includes the right of "locomotion". It is sufficient 

to say that no natural individual can be compelled to give up a 

[right for a privilege. 

"Assuming a legal identity" other than a freeman is a voluntary 

| act, or the consent of entering into another capacity of contract 

[requiring a specific performance in some form which is regulatable 

| by the legislature (for the raising of revenue), and evidence of 

that voluntary act must exist. 

Any time there is a specific performance there must also be a 

[contract or agreement between the parties involved. Specific 

(performance is defined as: 

"The actual performance of a contract by the party bound 
to fulfil it." Bouvier's Law Dictionary, 1914 . 

Any contract requiring specific performance must consist of 

[three things: 

1. Prerequisite that the contract be founded upon a valuable 
consideration. 

2. Mutual enforcement of the contract must be practicable. 
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3. Enforcement in specie must be necessary, really important 
to the plaintiff, and not oppressive to the defendant/accused"; and 
specific performance will not be decreed if it would cause a harsh 
result, be inequitable, or be contrary to good conscience. 

Disregarding 1 and 3, where- is the mutual consent for enforce 
ment of any specific performance ? Where is the evidence of any 
contract, express or implied ? There can be no consent where there 
is no proof of contract, and without a contract there can be no 
mutual consent! 

Referring again to the Molko case the judge would have us to 

believe that .natural citizens: 

"...have the duty to specifically perform in accordance 
with the rest of the State". 

From this statement, it erroneously follows, that duties are 
prescribed by law and that the laws of the state comprise a contract 
between the state and all. persons, Natural and artificial and that 
all persons can be compelled to any contractual obligation , with 
criminal penalties attached (for lack of specific performance) by 
the power of the State, at its' will, to raise revenue or to 
punish! 

It will not be- disputed that the legislature can pass laws or 
regulations pertaining to the operation of business and commerce 
affecting a public interest. Any business affected with a public 
interest can and should be regulated, and the state can lay and 
out the conditions of doing business (even to it's destruction) as 
following Motor Vehicle Regulations as to "the extraordinary use 
of the highways for profit or gain (see Memorandum of Law) and to 
the obeying all statutes of the state to include also the requiring 
a drivers license for said commercial ventures upon the public 
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highways . 

However, the Natural person cannot be bound by mere statute 
or the will of the legislature, but is bound by a higher law, that 
being the "law of the land". A Natural person is a sovereign 
citizen (of the Republic-under God) and cannot involuntarily enter 
upon an "assumed. .legal identity" nor can the state compel, by 
statute, a specific performance from a Natural person who has not 
entered upon it's authority. A Natural person is (... a citizen of 
the Republic- under God), and not bound by contract, and there- 
fore, cannot be required to perform specifically. 

The legislature cannot legislate demands upon a "freeman/ 
sovereign (citizen)", forcing, under threat of a criminal ' action, 
the carrying, or producing of documents nor a specific performance 
by what is referred to as implied consent legislation as: 

n;;™ C ° nS ? nt can be § iven which "ill deprive the 
consentor of any inalienable rights." 
A & E Encyc; Desty, Cr. L. § 33? 

However : 

rh^l T i l difference between those cases and this one 
is that businessmen engaged in such federally licLSSd 

not.en^gel X^ukte^ 

businessmen in a regulated industry in effect consents to 
the restrictions placed upon him." 7 (emphasis a dded) 
Almedia-Sanchez v. U.S., 413 US 266, 271 acJ ded) 

There was no doubt that Sanchez was guilty of hauling 
marijuana in violation of federal code but was stopped and searched 
without probable cause by law enforcement officers. The U.S., in 
attempting- to support the illegal search, referred to -two other 
cases where the high court had ruled that searches could be made 
without a warrant. However, the court quickly pointed out that in ! 
the sanchez case, he was not in a regulated enterprise n., „„ no J 
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which would autom atic a lly waive his constitutional rights . The 
Supreme Court, then, has ruled that if Sanchez had been licensed 
or in a regulated business, the stop and search would have been 
legal, but since he was not so regulated, the stop and search was 
unconstitutional! 

Businesses operating on the public "rights" of way are regu- 
lated to protect the (general) public because artifical persons 
have no conscience and must be controlled thiuagh regulation. 

Therefore, the actions of business operating on the public 
rights of way are regulated through Motor Vehicle Codes and they 
are required to purchase and carry "evidence of consent" by ob- 
taining licenses. 

It is well established that the participation in a regulated 
enterprise, by and through a license, constitutes voluntary 
consent to regulatory restrictions. The rule is: 

^n h S ? t XB certain 'relatively unique circumstances'... 
™" hlch §2nsent to regulatory restrictions is presumptively 
concurrent with participation in r egulated *V» 7 

v U s 397 UW^'n f 6 US 3 4* C ° lonn ^e Catering Corp . 
Umphlsls'aLed) 72 ' V ' Pr ° USe ' 440 US 648 ' 662 ' 

Circumstances are evidences, or more specifically, " evidence 
of consent " and /or participation in a regulated ent.mri.P . In the 
above cases the consent of Biswell and Colonnade was in the 
license they applied for which allowed them to operate a regulated 
enterprise . In addition, both, were creations of the state and' 
required to abide by the statutes of the states. And one of those 
statutes is that .juristic organizations obtain a driver's license 
and or a chauffeur's license. The license to drive, then, is a 
privilege to any juristic person and is prima facia evidence of a 
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regulated enterprise and its state granted privilege to operate 
motor. vehicles on the public rights of way (highways). 

The drivers/chauffeur's license is the evidence of concurrent 
COnsent of a regulated enterprise that it. will enter summary 
proceedings (traffic courts) established by its master (the State) 
and abide by its regulatory restrictions (Motor Vehicle Codes) . 

The Supreme Court has ruled that: 

"Each licensee is annually furnished with a revised 

SS P ii??" n r ? f ° rdinance ? that Prescribe his obligation 
™} ? Hi 1 he ""spoor's authority... the dealer is 

rlt ^^r f e l- ah ° Ut , t] Z e P ur P ose of the inspector 
or the limits of his task." (emphasis added) 
U.S. v. Biswell (supra). 

The licensee being any person engaged in a regulated 
enterprise ; ordinances being motor vehicle codes, inspector's 
being the King's agents (city, county, and state police officers); 
and the dealer being the licensee. 

A driver's/chauffeur's license then, is nothing more than 
"evidence of consent" obtained by the licensee establishing that 
that person is envolved in a regulated enterprise. 

It could be presumed that a Natural person may voluntarily 
give consent to a privilege through the obtaining of a driver' s 
license, thereby waiving a right to drive on the public highways, 
but that argument is well refuted in the "memorandum of law" md 
will not be further elaborated upon in this brief. 

A free and Natural Individual propels his property (operates 
his automobile) as a matter of right and cannot be compelled into 
any foreign or alien jurisdiction or any other summary proceeding. 

Even if a Natural person were subject' to a summary proceedLng, 
the complaint fails as there are insufficient facts to form a 
complaint! 
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(5) In Shapiro v Thompson, 394 U.S. 618 (1969), Justice Potter Stewart noted in! 
a concurring opinion that the right to travel "is a right broadly assertable against 
private interference as well as governmental action. Like the right of 
association... it is a virtually unconditional personal right, guaranteed by the 
Constitution to us all." The Articles of Confederation had an explicit right to 
travel; and we hold that the right to travel is so fundamental that the Framers 
thought it was unnecessary to include it in the Constitution or the Bill of Rights: 

There must be the "unique circumstances" of establishing |i 
that this Natural Individual (person) is a person subject to the \ 
code, by way of nexum-relationship . . the contract/consent, otherwise! 
this Court(sic) (administrative unit) has no jurisdiction to j 
proceed against me and the case is dismissed. j 

DATED this ^y^ day of ^"W^- I 



-oi , L — ) 

— 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I mailed or 
delivered a true and correct copy 'of the foregoing document on 

to: 



this >>Tday of ■ >4r- - 



D.A. 

669 Washington St, 
Easton, PA 18042 



U 
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This is in response to your recent article, ""Traffic Courts"". You have provided some 
good and valid information in this piece, but you end it by saying that this jig will not be up 
until the passage of J.A.l.L. because there is too much money in it. We admire the 
objectives of J.A.I.L., but we strongly disagree that the fraudulent, deceptive and criminal 
actions of the court cannot be stopped now, because we have stopped those unconstitutional 
courts by our group" s winning over 300 victories in New Mexico courts, without any 
losses. Our methods are based in and supported by the Constitution. We have attempted, 
on many, many occasions, to share our methods with your members and to support the 
J.A.l.L platform, but you have never responded, once, to our E-mails. 

When I was foreman of the San Miguel County grand jury and exposed the blatant fraud 
in that corrupt system, you did respond and you published my material. I am extremely 
perplexed that you are not willing to publish Constitutionally based methods that win each 
and every time in court and which methods would greatly advance the position of J.A.l.L. 
for all states and help your members win cases now. Our methods work in New Mexico and 
can work anywhere, but only with those serious and patriotic Citizens who are willing to do 
the work and really want to win their cases and defeat this evil, corrupt system called 
American government, in ALL its forms. 

In reference to your article, we have a few comments that may reinforce your lawful 
positions. In the first place, any stop or detention by government is an arrest. Any time 
government stops or detains a Citizen, a complaint must have been made by a party 
injured by actions of the arrested Citizen. If no complaint was made by an injured parry, 
then the arrest is unlawful and unconstitutional. All government officers are required to 
take oaths to support the Constitution, thus, by the actions of the fraud acting as officer, 
he/she, in making this arrest, without complaint, perjured his oath, violated the 
Constitution and powers and Rights guaranteed therein to American Citizens. Thus, 
pursuant to the 14 th Amendment, and the self-executing Sections 3 and 4, the fraud and 
imposter acting as officer immediately vacated his office upon his criminal actions, and is 
entitled to no benefits of his former office, including salary and pension. This action 
extends to the customs and practices of the entire police department in which the 
city/municipality is located and all its public officers. 

Further, most states, if not all, require all public officers, including police, to have, by law, 
surety bonds or faithful performance bonds, which assures the faithful performance of 
duty by the officer. This has nothing to do with liability insurance. The bond assures the 
state and its Citizens that the officer will perform his duties pursuant to his oath, and if he 
does not, when the bond is called, a monetary payment is made to either the state or the 
Citizen injured by the officer's actions. However, be fully aware that most states do not 
abide by their own surety bond laws, thus they do not follow their own laws, yet hold the 
Citizens strictly to the ""law"". When states do not follow their own laws, that amounts to, 
including, but not limited to, fraud, with intent to deceive. Most states also have laws that 
prohibit public funds from being expended on illegal government actions, yet this happens 
each and every day and it seems that very few people take any effective action to stop it. We 
do. 

For those who may say, in spite of what is stated above, that the police have the right to 



stop Citizens from illegal driving activities, please be aware of the definition of ""driving"", 
as defined in federal law, and adopted by many states. Driving is defined as ""driving a 
commercial motor vehicle"". Most Citizens TRAVEL, not drive, in their own private 
automobiles or motor conveyances, and do not ""drive"" commercial motor vehicles. A law 
must be valid to exist, and must exist to be enforced. All laws created for the American 
People by congress, or any other body, must conform with the Bill of Rights, or those 
""laws"" are invalid, unconstitutional, and without force or effect, whatsoever. However, if 
you do not know and demand your Rights, you have none. By the states using this 
definition of ""driving"", then arresting and citing Citizens for driving ""offenses"", etc., 
the states are either citing Citizens for alleged violations of laws which do not lawfully exist, 
or misapply existing law. In either case, it is fraud, with intent to deceive the Public. The 
states are converting Constitutional Rights into privileges, then regulating them, and 
incredibly, the Citizens allow it. 

Any action by government which begins as a violation of due process of law, or of the 
Fourth Amendment, or any powers of and Rights guaranteed in the Constitution to 
American Citizens, or fraud, deceit, with intent to defraud the People, is unconstitutional, 
unlawful, and such action brought by government to ""court"" and heard by that court 
furthers the criminal actions by government, condoned by the court. Simply for the court 
to hear such actions demonstrates that the court, on its own, and pursuant to the oath of 
the presiding judge, is unconstitutional, devoid of due process of law, forfeits any perceived 
jurisdiction, and any rulings rendered are null and void, without force or effect, 
whatsoever, upon American Citizens. Merely for the presiding imposter acting as 
""judge"" to sit in such a court is treason. 

Fraud abounds in the American judicial system, and a Citizen must be aware of it to 
protect himself. If he is not, then he will lose. Most People think of themselves as U. S. 
citizens, not American Citizens, and there is a major difference. American Citizens have 
full Rights guaranteed in the Constitution, and U. S. citizens do not. When an American 
Citizen goes to court and knows and demands his Rights, knows and points out the 
fraudulent nature of the court, challenges its jurisdiction, and the Constitutional duty of 
the fraud acting as judge, that Citizen is virtually assured of victory. However, when the U. 
S, citizen goes to court, unaware of the reality of that court, he is virtually assured defeat. 
For victoiy, the nature of the beast must be fully understood. 

As previously stated, what is not authorized in the Constitution is prohibited. American 
Citizens, not U.S. citizens, are guaranteed trial by jury, not hearing by judge. Any hearing 
by judge is unlawful and unconstitutional and operates in violation of due process and 
Constitutional Rights, including, but not limited to, unlawful and Constitutionally 
unauthorized usurpation of the power of the jury. ALL courts in America are 
unconstitutional courts, including the supreme court, and operate as administrative, 
legislative, territorial or district courts which operate under Article I and/or TV, and not 
Article HI. Remember, if you do not know and demand your Rights, in America, you have 
none. No court has proper jurisdiction to hear any case for the American Citizen. However, 
if the Citizen does not challenge the court" s jurisdiction, and accepts it, then he is subject 
to the rules of that accepted jurisdiction, and he loses. Of course, the whole process is 



deception, but if the Citizen accepts the deception, he is part of his own problem. As 
Citizens, we must be fully aware of the entire fraud in all systems, public and private, and 
oppose ail enemies, foreign and domestic. The domestic enemy is virtually ALL government 
in ALL positions. Unless and until we, as Americans, recognize and act on this reality, 
America will lose. 

Our methods lock in the courts to the Constitution, and our Motions require the presiding 
fraud acting as judge to support the Constitution, specifically, the Bill of Rights, or he 
commits treason, by his own ruling, on the public record. Few ""judges"" are willing to do 
this. We win before we ever get to the subject matter. 

There is much, much more we could say on the courts, but for the sake of brevity, we shall 
end here. J.A.I.L. is not the only web site to which we have sent our methods, with the same 
non-response. We have sent them to over 100 web sites claiming to be advocates for the 
People, which mostly complain of problems in court and government, but, who, apparently, 
are uninterested in methods that defeat government in court. As many of you know, 
government has long established ""opposition" to itself, and controls that opposition, for 
its own benefit, while you who support the opposition are, in fact, being controlled by that 
government you oppose. 

Sincerely, 

Jack and Margy Flynn, American Citizens 
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RE: Illegal, Unlawful, Unconstitutional and Fraudulent Action(s) 

VERIFIED ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION 

This is an Administrative Action under [public Law 97-28cQand 
Scripture (Exhibit M) to determine the facts. 

This action is being presented via Affidavit to certain directed 
party (s) who shall answer themselves personally by Affidavit. 

1 . Notice of Default sent to Eugene Fritzinger for failure to 
answer Amended Conplaint (See Exhibit A attached). 

2. Judgment entered against Eugene Fritzinger on December 1, 
2003 for failure to answer Amended Complaint ±See Exhibit B attached). 

3. Eugene Fritzinger, through his Counsel Samuel Feldman, 
filed a Petition to Strike/set aside 'Judgment on June 25, 20O4 
(see Exhibit C attached). 

4. Petition (Exhibit C) was not signed. 

5. Samuel Feldman, as Counsel for Eugene Fritzinger, did 
not enter his appearance in Case #C0048CV^200241 22 . • 

6. Samuel Feldman violated local rule N1012 which states 
"no Attorney shall represent the interests of a party until /he 

she files a written entry of appearance" (see Exhibit D attached). 

7. William Morari/in his personal and private, capacity, issued 
an Order to Show Cause, under Color of Law and without Jurisdiction 
(see Exhibit E attached). 

8. James Wright filed a Verified MoLJuon to dismiss Eugene 
Fritzinger 1 s Petition to Strike/set aside Judgment (see Exhibit F 
attached) . 



9. Eugene Fritzinger, through his Counsel Samuel Feldman, did 
not proceed to the taking of Depositions within 30 days where the 
allegations raises questions of fact, therefore Petition to open/ 
strike Judgment (s) shall be stricken from the record upon written 
Motion to Court under Rule N2959 (see Exhibit F attached). 

10. James Wright filed Motion to Dismiss Petition(s) of Eugene 
Fritzinger (Exhibit F) and placed case on Hearing List for July 

30, 2004 (see Exhibit G attached). 

11. James O'Nembo, in his personal and private capacity, tam- 
pered with records, and obstructed justice with the un- 
authorized taking of Motion (Exhibit F) off of Hearing List 
for July 30, 2004 (see Exhibit H attached). 

12. Judge Robert Freedberg ordered Motion (Exhibit F), taken 
off Hearing List unlawfully (Exhibit H), to be reinstated 
(Exhibit I) for Argument List of August 31, 2004 (See Exhibit J 
attached) . 

13. James O'Nembo, in his private and personal capacity, dis--- 
regarded Court Order of Judge Robert Freedberg (Exhibit J), and 
again tampered with records and obstructed justice by not placing 
Motion of James Wright (Exhibit F) on argument list of August 

31, 2004 (see Exhibit K attached). 

14. Hearing held before Emil Giordano J. without James Wright's 
Motion (Exhibit F) before the Court, with James O'Nembo violating 
Robert Freedberg J. Court Order and tampering with records and 
obstructing justice by not placing Motion (Exhibit F) on ar- 
gument list of August 31, 2004. 

15. Emil Giordano J. operating in his personal ana private ca- 
pacity and without jurisdiction, caused injury and damage to 
James Wright b y striking Judgment (Exhibit B) under Color of 
Law (see Exhibit L attached). 

16. Emil Giordano J., operating in his personal and. private ca- 
pacity and without jurisdiction, caused injury and damage to 
James Wright by not having his Motion (Exhibit F) brought before 
the Court. 

17. Emil Giordano J., operating in his personal and private ca- 
pacity and without jurisdiction, caused injury and damage to 
James Wright by denying Due Process of Motion (Exhibit F) before 
the Court. 

18. Emil Giordano J. knew Petition to strike/set aside (Exhibit 
C) was not signed. 

19. Emil Giordano J. Knew Samuel F. Feldman did not enter his 
appearance in Case #C0048CV200241 22 for Eugene Fritzinger. 

20. Emil Giordano J. knew Local Rule N1012 was violated with 
Samuel F. Feldman not entering his appearance for Eugene 
Fritzinger. 
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21 . Emil Giordano J. knew Eugene Fritzinger, through his Counsel 
Samuel F. Feldman, did not go to Depositions under Local Rule 
N2959 when there were allegations raising questions of fact, 
thus Emil Giordano J. operated in his personal and private 
capacity. 

22. Emil Giordano J. knew William Moran J. did not have jurisdiction 
with an unsigned Petition (Exhibit C) thus Emil Giordano J. operated 
in his personal and private capacity. 

23. Emil Giordano J. knew William Moran J. did not have jurisdiction 
of Petition (Exhibit C) with Samuel F. Feldman violating Local Rule 
N1012, thus Emil Giordano J. operated in his personal and private 
capacity. 

24. Emil Giordano J. knew William Moran J. did not have jurisdiction 
of Petition (Exhibit C) with Local Rule N2959 being violated, when 
there were allegations raising questions of fact, and with Local 
Rule N1012 being violated by Samuel F. Feldman not having standing 

to bring forward unsigned Petition to strike/set aside Judgment, 
with Samuel F. Feldman presenting an unsigned Petition (Exhibit C). 
thus Emil Giordana J. operated in his personal and private capacity 
and without jurisdiction damaging James Wright in excess of 
$655,000.00 (Exhibit B) (Exhibit L) plus punitive damages. 



The individual to whom this Administrative action is directed 
to shall answer this action via Affidavit personally on a point by 
point basis, under penalties of perjury, signed and sworn before 
a Notary Public, within 20 days and sent to the address provided 
below . 

I si 

no address 

On this day of 2011, 

personally appeared name of party, and personally presented 

and signed the facts contained within deemed to be true under 
penalties of perjury. 



DATE: 



Seal of Notary 



Notary Public signature and 
address 



FROM: James WrighC 

Q .Box 3781 
Easton, PA 18045 



TO: Eugene Fritzinger 
1201 Turner Street 
Allentown, PA 18102 



RE: Amended Complaint 



You are In default of answering an Amended Complaint sent to you on 
October 17, 2003. 

Unless you file an answer to the Amended Complaint sent to you on 
October 17, 2003 by Certificate of Mailing within 10 days of November 
17, 2003 a DEFAULT JUDGMENT will be obtained against you. 



November 17, 2003 



CC: Samuel F. Feldman 




0000 



' l%LMER BRRNCH-Pfl 

1>\N0V 17. '03 
X/lJ AMOUNT 

* $0.30 

00031009-12 





as /^a W^^pyX - 
mes Wright v 





















> 








rH 








03 


<r 








o 








r-t 




c 


CO 


CO 






u 


r-t 




a 








■a 












<: 








a* 






« 








T3 








31 








O 










o 




iH 




u 




<U 


29 


c 




3 




01 




e 




r-t 




ia 


CN 


r-^ 




cn 


Ol 


<. 








\ 


V 



-U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 



MAY BE USED FOR DOMESTIC fi^X INTERNATIONAL MAIL. DOES NOT 
PROVIOE FOR INSURANK-POST-.vlASTER 



Received Froi 




One piece of ordinary mail addressed to: 





<=> 3 
LCD w n 3 



PS Form 3817. Mar. 1989 




u s. postal service CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


MAY BE USED FOR DOMESTIC ANO INTERNATIONAL MAIL. OOES NOT 
PROVIDE FOR INSURANCE — POSTMASTER ,-r^~" 


Received From: 

WRIGHT 




205 Tumblecreek Road 




Easton, PA 18042 




One piece of ordinary mail addressed to: 




Eugene Fritzinger 




1201 Turner Street 


Allentown, PA 13102 
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The notice required by Rule 237.1(a)(2) shall be substantially in the 
following form: 



(CAPTION) 



_ Eugene Fritzinger 

To: 




November 17 2003 



IMPORTANT NOTICE 



YOU ARE IN DEFAULT BECAUSE YOU HAVE FAILED TO ENTER 
A WRITTEN APPEARANCE PERSONALLY OR BY ATTORNEY AND FILE 
IN WRITING WITH THE COURT YOUR DEFENSES OR OBJECTIONS TO 
THE CLAIMS SET FORTH AGAINST YOU. UNLESS YOU ACT WITHIN 
TEN DAYS FOR THE DATE OF THIS NOTICE, A JUDGMENT MAY BE 
ENTERED AGAINST YOU WITHOUT A HEARING AND YOU MAY LOSE 
YOUR PROPERTY OR OTHER IMPORTANT THINGS. 

YOU SHOULD TAKE THIS PAPER TO YOUR LAWYER AT ONCE. 
IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A LAWYER, GO TO OR TELEPHONE THE OFFICE 
SET FORTH BELOW. THIS OFFICE CAN PROVIDE YOU WITH 
INFORMATION ABOUT HIRING A LAWYER. 

IF YOU CANNOT AFFORD TO HIRE A LAWYER, THIS OFFICE 
MAY BE ABLE TO PROVIDE YOU WITH INFORMATION ABOUT 
AGENCIES THAT MAY OFFER LEGAL SERVICES TO ELIGIBLE 
PERSONS AT A REDUCED FEE OR NO FEE. 



(Name of Office) 



(Address of Office) 



(Telephone Number) 




B Q Box 3731 
Eastern, PA 18045 



(Address) 



3 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS dp NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA L A 

civil bi Vision \*r / 

CP* 

James Wright : 
Plaintiff : 
vs. : File No. C0048CV2002004122 

Eric Rothrock : 

B. Lincoln Treadwell, Jr. : 

Jeffrey K Hawbecker : 

Eugene Fritzinger : 

Melissa Rudas : 

Holly Ruggiero : - 

and any Citizens not known to Plaintiff : -q 

at this time : - 

PRAECIPE TO ENTER JUDGMENT -J 



To: Prothonotary 

Court of Common Pleas 
Courthouse 

Northampton County, Pennsylvania 

Please enter Judgment pursuant to Rule 1037(a)(b) PA. R.C.P. in the above entitled cause 
as appears from the record and the attached affidavit of Plaintiff James Wright. 



A TRUE COPY 





\ 




AilA 




James Wright 
P.O. Box 3781 

Easton, Pennsylvania 1 18042] 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLV, 



James Wright 




> 



Plaintiff 

vs. 

Eric Rothrock 
B Lincoln Treadwell, Jr. 
Jeffrey K Hawbecker 
Eugene Fritzinger 
Samuel F. Feldman 
William F. Moran 
Melissa Rudas 
Holly Ruggiero 
and any Citizens not 
known to plaintiff at this time 
Defendants 

( ) Notice is hereby given that a 



File No. 



C0048CV2002004122 



NOTICE OF FILING JUDGMENT 



Judgment 



matter has been entered against you in the amount of 



in the above-captioned 

$655,000.00 



on 



December 1 



, J 2003 



) A copy of all documents filed with the Prothonotary in support of the within 
judgment is/are enclosed. 



Prothonotary/Clerk , Civil Div. 



If you have any questions regarding this Notice, please contact the filing party: 

James Wright 

NAME: 



P. 0. Box 3781 



ADDRESS : 



Easton, PA 18045 



TELEPHONE NO. 



(This notice is given in accordance with Pa.R.C.P. 236.) 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNS 

James Wright CIVIL DIVISION 

Plaintiff 

VS 

Eric Rothrock 
B. Lincoln Treadwell, Jr. 

Jeffrey K Hawbecker . File No. 

Eugene' Fritzinger 
Samuel F. Feldoan 
William F. Koran 
Melissa Rudas 
Holly Ruggiero 
and any Citizens not 
known to plaintiff at this time 
Enter judgment in favor of Plaintiff / ftgt & i MtdflSL C and against: 

Eugene Fritzinger 




C0048CV2002004122 



PRAECIPE FOR JUDGMENT 



for want of 



an answer 



) Assess damages as follows: 
Debt 



655,000.00 



Interest from 12/1/03 



Attorney's Commission- 
TOTAL 



Ji/A 



655,000.00 



(X ) I certify that the foregoing assessment of damages is for specified amounts 
alleged to be due in the complaint and is calculable as a sum certain from the complaint. 

( ) Pursuant to Pa.R.C.P. 237 (notice of praecipe for final judgment or decree), 
I certify that a copy of this praecipe has been mailed to each other party who has 
appeared in this action or to his/her Attorney of Record. 

(X ) Pursuant to Pa.R.C.P. 237.1, I certify that written notice of the intention 
to file this praecipe was mailed or delivered to the party against whom judgment is to 
be entered and to his/her Attorney of Record, if any, after the default occurred and at 
least ten days prior to the date of the filing of this praecipe and a copy of the 
notice is attached. 



DATE: December 1, 2003 



SIGNATU 




PRIKT BmZ: ffi" Wrl 's ht " 



ATTORNEY FOR: 
ADDRESS : 



P. 0. Box 3781 



Easton, PA 18045 



TELEPHONE NO.: 



SUPREME COURT ID NO. : 



, %%&?<2^ , JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS ABOVE. 




JDeputy 



AFFIDAVIT 



xnat l am the Respondent/ Plaintif f , being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am the respondent/plaintiff, and have personal knowledge of the facts 
set forth in this Affidavit. 

2. That the respondent/plaintiff herein, on the 13th day of October 2003, 
duly filed in this cause an Amended Complaint against Eugene Fritzinger. 

3. That the respondent/plaintiff herein, on the 3rd day of October 2003, 
duly filed in this cause an Second set of verified admissions against Eugene 
Fritzinger. 

4. That examination of the Court filed and record in this cause shows that 
the defendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein was served a copy of the Amended com- 
plaint of respondent/plaintiff James Wright with Certificate of Mailing on 
October 17, 2003. See (Exhibit "A ). 

5. That a Notice of Default for your failure to answer the Amended Complaint 
was served on Eugene Fritzinger on November 17, 2003 by Certificate of mailing, 
excluding the date thereof. See (Exhibit "A"). 

6. That more than 20 days have elapsed since the date on which the said de- 
fendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein was. served a copy of the Amended Complaint 
by respondent/plaintiff James Wright excluding the date thereof. 

7. That' the defendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein has failed to answer as to 
respondent/plaintif f ' s Amended Complaint, or serve a copy of an answer/ ob- 
jection, which it might have had, upon James Wright respondent/plaintiff. 

8. At no time has respondent/plaintiff granted an extension of time to 
answer or proceed except under Rule 1037 PRCP and the Common Law. 

9. That I the respondent/plaintiff and have personal knowledge of the facts 
set forth in this Affidavit. 

10. That the respondent/plaintiff herein, on the 3rd day of October 2003, 
duly filed in this cause a second set of Verified Admissions against, de- 
fendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein. 

11. That an examination of the Court files and record in this cause shows 
that the defendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein was served with a copy of the 
Verified Admissions of respondent/plaintif f James Wright with Certificate 
of mailing on October 3, 2003. See (Exhibit "B") . 

12. That a Notice of Default for your failure to answer the Verified Ad- 
missions was served on Eugene Fritzinger by respondent/plaintiff James 
Wright by Certificate of Mailing on November 4, 2003, excluding the date 
thereof. See (Exhibit "B") . 



13. That more than 30 days have elapsed since the date on which the said 
defendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein was served a copy of the Verified Ad- 
missions by respondent/plaintiff James Wright excluding the date thereof . 
See (Exhibit "B") . 

14. That the defendant, Eugene Fritzinger herein has failed to answer as 
to respondent/ plaintiff's Verified Admissions with a controverted Counter- 
affidavit by November 14, 2003, or serve a copy of an answer/objection which 
he might have had, upon James Wright, respondent/plaintiff. See <Exhibit "B") . 

15. That the docket sheet shows that no controverted Counter-affidavit on 
Verified Admissions of respondent/plaintiff James Wright was filed by de- 
fendant Eugene Fritzinger by November 14, 2003, excluding the date thereof. 

16. At no time has respondent/plaintiff granted an extension of time to 
answer or proceed except under rule PA. RCP 237.1 and the Common Law. 

17. That respondent/plaintiff is entitled to Judgment on Default on Ad- 
missions, See Mc Connie k V. Allegheny Gen., 364 Vk Super 210, 527 A2d 
1028 (1987) . 

18. That respondent/plaintiff is entitled to Judgment .on default on 
Amended Complaint, See S & T Bank, v. Michael F. Coyne, Prothonc-tary 
of the Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania Civil 
Division at No. GD94-10610. 

19. That respondent/plaintiff shall have remedy for injuries done him 
Title 42 s.s. 5101. PA. C.S. 



December 1, 2003 




(2) 



FELDMAN LAW OFFICES, P.G. 
Samuel F. Feldman, Esquire 
I.D. #14779 

221 N. Cedar Crest Blvd. 
Allentown, PA 18104 
Telephone [610] 530-9285 
Facsimile [610] 437-701 1 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PA. 

CIVIL ACTION 

JAMES WRIGHT, 
Plaintiff 



PETITION TO STRIKE/ SET ASIDE JUDGMENT . 5 ^ ^ ' 

l-> r-o 

Eugene Fritzinger, defendant, files tliis Petition to Strike/ Open Judgment nurfe^ 
pro tunc as follows: 

1. ' Movant -is a defendant in the above matter. 

2. The above matter is part of a serial filing by Plaintiff. 

3. Plaintiff, who is pro se, has a history of multiple filings, spurious appeals, 
and the failure to follow proscribed rules of procedure. 

4. The underlying substantive legal/factual issues raised were decided by 
this Honorable Court by the Honorable Kimberly McFadden in the case nos. C0048 CV 
2000 2034 and CV0048 CV 2002 5192. The orders aforesaid are final. 

5. Plaintiff filed an amended complaint filed October 13, 2003 however he 
did not serve it upon Movant or his counsel of record. See Affidavit at Exhibit A. 

6. Movant believes and therefore avers that Plaintiff forwarded to him a 



v. 



No.: C0048 CV2002 4122 



ERIC ROTHROCK, et. AL, 
Defendants 




1 



1 



document other then the alleged complaint on or about said date which certificate of 
mailing was used to misrepresent the service of the amended complaint. 

7. Neither Movant nor his counsel received the notice of default required 
by FRCP 237.1 

8. Neither Movant nor his counsel received a copy of the praecipe for 
default judgment. 

9. Neither Movant nor his counsel the notice of entry of judgment. 

10. The within case, has been dismissed with prejudice as to all other parties 
by this court. 

1 1 . Movant first became aware of the entry of the judgment aforesaid on 
May 25, 2004 and he has filed the within Petition immediately thereafter. 

12. Movant avers that the underlying substantive legal/factual issues 

have been resolved by the final unappealed order(s) of this court and to permit the entry 
of judgment on the same causes of action would be a manifest injustice since the court 
has ruled with finality that plaintiff is not entitled to the relief requested and that this 
Motion should be granted nunc pro tunc to avoid a manifest injustice. 

WHEREFORE, Movant requests this court to strike the default judgment and/or 
to open the judgment so that it may be decided upon the merits of Plaintiff s claim.. 

SAMUEL F. FELDMAN, ESQUIRE 
Pro se. 



NOTICE TO ALL ATTORNEYS 



Pursuant to Northampton County Court .Local-Role 
N1012, "Every Initial, pleading or legal paper filed with 
the Civil Division by an attorney shall be accompanied 
by a separate entry of appearance. No attorney shall 
represent the Interests of a party until he/she Hies a 
written entry of appearance' 9 . 

Failure to formally enter your appearance as counsel of 
record will force our automated system to generate 
notifications to the party or to prior counsel. 

in the same respect, if you fail to formally withdraw as 
counsel of record, the automated system will generate 

unnecessary notifications to attorneys that do not have 
any further Involvement in a case. 

Your cooperation in insuring our court dockets are 
accurate Is greatly appreciated. 



The Prothonotary*s Office 



FELDMAN LAW OFFICES, P.C. 




Samuel F. Feldman, Esquire 
I.D. #14779 

221 N. Cedar Crest Blvd. 
Allentown, PA 18104 
Telephone [610] 530-9285 
Facsimile [610] 437-7011 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PA. 

CIVIL ACTION 



JAMES WRIGHT, 
Plaintiff 



v. 



ERIC ROTHROCK, et. Al., 
Defendants 



No.: C0048 CV2002 4122 



ORDER ^ i ,o 

'<■ K> 

NOW, this / day of June, 2004 upon consideration of the attached Petitiorfta 
Strike/ Set Aside Judgment, a rule is issued upon the Plaintiff to show cause, if any he 
has, why the relief requested should not be granted. 

RULE RETURNABLE to Courtroom No. 1 , Northampton County Courthouse, 
669 Washington St., Easton, PA on V 7^W ^ , 2004 at 9 AM o'clock. 



JY THE COURT 




AND NOW THIS 



RUL 
HOLLY 
PER 




DAY OF 



ISSUED AS ABOVE 



LYRU^GIERO, FKOTHONOTARY 
^=^Q^Q^\^2 DEPUTY 



A TRUE COPY 

HOLLY RUOQIERO 
CLERK OF COURT 
CIVUL/RROWONOTARY 



(q p^es 




IN THE COMMON PLEAS COURT OF NORTHAMP T ON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



JAMES WRIGHT 

Plaintiff 
VS. 

ERIC ROTHROCK, et al 

Defendant(s) 



CASE NO: C0048CV2002004122 



AT LAW 



THE HONORABLE WILLIAM F. 
MORAN 



COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON ) 

) ss: 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA ) 



VERIFIED MOTION TO DISMISS DEFEND ANT(S)/MOVANT(S) PETITIONS 
TO STRIKE/SET ASIDE JUDGMENT(S) FOR LACK OF STANDING AND 
FAILURE OF POWER OF ATTORNEYS) TO ENTER APPEARANCE ON 
BEHALF OF DEFEND ANT(SVMOVANTfS) WITH ORAL ARGUMENT 

DEMANDED 



James Robert; Wright, and as authorized representative of the strawman Plaintiff 
J/wiT° yvlJ i^-HT in furtherance of the administrative responsibilities imposed pursuant 

to Local Rule I\ Lcciii ^ N1012, moves this court pursuant to Pa R.C.P. 

to dismiss defendant(s)/movant(s) petition(s). In support of motion, James Robert; Wright 
and as authorized representative of the strawman Plaintiff JAMES WRIGHT represents 
as follows; 

1. James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative for JAMES WRIGHT gives 
judicial notice of ROBERT A. FREEDBERG'S, and/or any other judges who may 
enter this case, oath of office surety ship contract on paper, and moves the court to 
take judicial notice of same and enters same into the record of CASE NO. 
C0048CV2002004122. 




Defendant(s)/Movant(s) commenced an action on June I, 2004 by filing petition(s) to 
strike/set aside judgment(s) of Plaintiff. 

JAMES WRIGHT is identified as the Plaintiff in Case No. C0048CV2002004122 . 

The defendant(s)/movant(s) failed to identify any power of attorney(s) designated to 
represent them on their petition(s). Instead one of the defendant(s)/movant(s) 
indicates that it is not represented by a power of attorney and the other 
defendant(s)/movant(s) is proceeding pro se. 

The Bar Act of 1938 stipulates that an attorney has to join the BAR in order to 
practice iaw and can only represent corporation(s). 

The ALL capitalized lettered (for example: EUGENE FRITZINGER) is a corporate 
fiction, See Monroe 147, U.S. Report Page 47. 



A corporation cannot appear personally on its own behalf before this Court and 
must, therefore, be represented by counsel. U,itu.d States v. Cocivera, 104 F.3d 566, 
(3d Cir. 1996). See also, In re Liberty Trust Co., 130 B.R. 467, 468 (W.D. Tex. 1991) 
(citing Southwest Express Co., v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 670 F.2d 53 (5 ,h 
Cir. 1982). See also, First Amendment Foundation v. Village of Brookfield, 575 F. 
Supp. 1207 (N.D. 111. 1983) (a corporation must be represented in court by attorneys 
admitted to practice, and may not appear through an officer or oiher lay 
representative). 

Without legal counsel, the defendant(s)/movant(s) will be unable to comply with the 
requirements for the successful prosecution of its case pursuant to Local Rule N1012 
and 11 U.S.C. § 101 et seq. 

Every initial pleading or legal paper filed with the Clerk of Court - Civil Division, by 
an "~ ~" K e accompanied by a separate written entry of appearance and no 

attorney shall represent the interest of a party to any civil actions in the court unless 
or until he files a written entry of appearance. (Local Rule N1012) 

James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative of the strawman /AMES 
WRIGHT gives judicial notice to this court in the above captioned case that no 
power of attorney entered their appearance on behalf of defendant(s)/movant(s) in 
petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s). See (Exhibit "A" as witnessed in docket 
sheet) 



James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative of the strawman JAMES 
WRIGHT gives judicial notice to this court in the above captioned case that no 
power of attorney entered their appearance on behalf of defendant(s)/movant(s) in 
petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s). See (Exhibit "B") 

James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative of the strawman JAMES 
WRIGHT gives judicial notice to this court in the above captioned case that no 
power of attorney signed the petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s). See (Exhibit 
"B") 

James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative of the strawman JAMES 
WRIGHT gives judicial notice to this court in the above captioned case that no 
power of attorney signed the petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s). See (Exhibit 
"C") 

In the procedure for petition(s) to (open) strike-off judgment(s), the petitioner(s) 
shall within thirty (30) days from the time the rule to show cause issues, proceed to 
the taking of depositions where the allegation-, raises question(s) of fact which make 
such steps necessary; unless the petitioner(s) within thirty (30) days makes such 
application for the taking of depositions, the petition to open/strike judgment(s) shall 
be stricken from the record upon a written motion to the court setting forth such 
fact(s) under Rule N2959. 

James Robert; Wright has a properly drawn and perfected SECURITY 
AGREEMENT / INDEMNITY BOND / FINANCING STATEMENT which has 
been correctly filed and recorded with the Recorder of Deeds of Northampton 
County and the Pennsylvania Department of State and takes "Priority" over all 
other claims and as such defendant(s)/movant(s), cannot , have a prior and or 
superior claim over JAMES WRIGHT or any derivatives thereof, the strawman. See 
(Exhibit "D"). 

Defendant(s)/Movant(s) petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s) against JAMES 
WRi^i. . k» dismissed by the court for failure to state a claim upon which 
relief can be granted because James Robert; Wright has a prior and superior claim 
against JAMES WRIGHT under financing stateraent(s) numbered 007306 and 
30760366. See United Tobacco Warehouse vs. Wells (1973) and Diversified Metal 
Products vs. T-Bow Company Trust, IRS, et al (1993) and See (Exhibit "D"). 

Furthermore this administrative tribunal does not have jurisdiction of case no. 
C0048CV2002004122 due to the fact this case is on appeal and as such, once an 
appeal has been taken pursuant to Pa.R.App.P. 1701(a), trial court may no longer 
proceed further in the matter. See (Exhibit "E") 



18. James Robert; Wright and as authorized representative of the strawman, Plaintiff 
JAMES WRIGHT, gives judicial notice to this court in the above captioned case 
under Local Rule N236 when judgment(s) were filed by Plaintiff, the party filing 
judgment(s) shall provide the prothonotary with the name and address of each 
attorney of record and each unrepresented parties along with a sufficient number of 
copies for mailing by (he prothonotary . 

19. James Robert; Wright incorporates paragraphs 1 through 18 as though as fully set 
forth in full and incorporates same showing that James Robert; Wright, and as 
authorized representative for JAMES WRIGHT has Accepted for Value, all of 
Defendant(s)/Movant(s) commercial defects and this court shall take judicial notice 
of same. 



FOR THE REASONS set forth above, among others, James Robert; Wright, and as 
authorized representative of the strawman JAMES WRIGHT respectfully requests that 
the court conduct a hearing with oral argument on the above referenced issues and dismiss 
the petition(s) to strike/set aside judgment(s) in the above captioned case or in the 
alternative dismiss the petition(s) with prejudice kzr.ad upon above referenced issues and 
order defendant(s)/movant(s) be enjoined from filing any new action or proceeding in any 
court regarding judgments. James Robert; Wright, and as authorized representative of the 
strawman JAMES WRIGHT specifically reserves the right to supplement his motion at or 
prior to the hearing thereon. 



James Robert; Wright 



By and For:_ 




(James Robert; Wright (Title Holder; Secured Parry (UCC 1-207)) 



On the I ^7 day of July 2004 before me the subscriber, a Notary Public, in and for Northampton 
County and State of Pennsylvania the undersigned officer, personally appeared: James Robert; Wright 
known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within 
instrument, and acknowledged that he executed the same in his authorized capacity(ics), and that his 
signal.... . -!;r'- : - : ~°*rumcnt is true and correct, materially complete, and not misleading, for the purposes 
therein contained, ih" ••■■<■ ^'ght be recorded as such. 

In Witness Whereof, I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 




COMMONWhALlH OI ; PENNSYLVANIA 

Notarial Seal 
Elmer Francis Freer. Notary Public 
Wilson Boro. Northampton County 
My Commission Expires July 28, 2006 



Member, Pennsylvanin Association of Notaries 



PROOF OF SERVICE 



I, James Robert; Wright, and as authorized representative for JAMES WRIGHT, 
sent by first class mail and/or hand delivered the Copies of VERIFIED MOTION TO 

DISMISS DEFENDANT(S)/MOVANT(S) PETITION(S) TO STRIKE/SET 

ASIDE JUDGMENT(S) FOR LACK OF STANDING AND FAILURE OF 

POWER OF ATTORNEY(S) TO ENTER APPEARANCE ON BEHALF OF 

DEFENDANT(SVMOVANT(S) WITH ORAL ARGUMENT DEMANDED 

to the following: 

Eugene Fritzinger 
1201 Turner St. 
Allen town, PA 18102 

Samuel F. Feldman 

221 North Cedar Crest Blvd. 

Allentown, PA 18104 i . c (_^\ -^CP 




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



7 



dL. 



FILE NO 



IN 



0-V- ^Uk- vjJT 



TO THE PROTHONOTARY/ CLERK OF SAID COURT: 

Place the above case on the HEARING 

COMPANION CASE-if any- 



SUBJECT MATTER 



OA- 



0 ,A ^T^\i^ ^(V^) 



SIGNATURfrt-- 



"V- 



PRINT NAME: X^^S (p^(lfrg-*T UjC * 
ADDRESS : P ft R ,Vl ^ ~1 ^ V 

V.^JC^. fo o 



TELEPHONE NO: 



SUPREME COURT ID NO: 



EASTON, PA, 



20 



04 



FOR \ 



NAME OF OPPOSING COUNSEL: 



*SUBJECT MATTER FOR HEARING MUST BE FILLED IN. 



PLEASE FILE IN DUPLICATE 




%1 



Date: 01-20-2005 
Page: 23 



Case Number: 
Title : 



CASE HISTORY 
C- 0 04 8 -CV- 2 0 02 -0412 2 
J WRIGHT VS E ROTHROCK 



TO STRIKE/SET ASIDE JUDGMENT ( S ) FOR LACK OF STANDING AND 
FAILURE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY (S) TO ENTER APPEARENCE ON BE- 
HALF OF DEFENDANT (S) /MOVANT (S) WITH ORAL ARGUMENT DEMANDED 
AND PROOF OF SERVICE, FILED BY JAMES ROBERT WRIGHT, PRO SE . 

Party: - 

Date: 07/30/2004 
Action: Form: 
Result : 

LIST FOR AUGUST 31, 



Event : 
Judge : 

Amount : $ 0 
2004 FILED BY JAMES 



MISC: PRAECIPE FOR ARGUMENT 

Deputy 
Document Number 
PRO SE. 



(Lfrtr 



A TRUE COPY 
ATTEST: 

HOLLY RUGGIERO 
CLERK OF COURT 
c| V«MJROWOI¥OTARY 




19 



. 00 

WRIGHT, 



EO DIE EXIT COPY TO C.A. 
Party: - 

Date: 07/30/2004 Event: MISC : PRAECIPE TO RE-INSTATE 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

Result: Amount: $0.00- Document Number: 

VERIFIED MOTION TO DISMISS DEFENDANTS PETITIONS TO STRIKE 
SET ASIDE JUDGMENT (S) FOR LACK OF STANDING AND FAILURE OF 
POWER OF ATTORNEY (S) TO ENTER APPEARANCE ON BEHALF OF 
DEFENDANT (S) MOVANT (S) WITH HEARING DEMANDED FILED BY 
JAMES WRIGHT. 



Party: - 

Date: 07/30/2004 Event: CNV : CIVIL FILING FEES 

Action: Form: Judge: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 

$5.00 PAID PRAECIPE /RE INSTATE 



Deputy : 
Document Number : 



Event: MISC: RESULT OF CALL OF LIST 
Judge .- Deputy : 

Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 



Party: - 

Date: 07/30/2004 
Action: Form: 
Result : 
OFF HEARING LIST 

Party: D-5 

Date: 08/16/2004 Event: MISC:BRIEF IN SUPPORT 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

BREIF OF SAMUEL F. FELDMAN, DEFENDANT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 

TO STRIKE DEFAULT JUDGMENT FILED BY SAMUEL F. FELDMAN, ESQ . 



45 



19 



EO DIE EXIT TO C.A. 
Party: D-4 

Date: 08/16/2004 Event: MISC:BRIEF IN SUPPORT 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

BRIEF OF EUGENE FRITZINGER, DEFENDANT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO STRIKE DEFAULT JUDGMENT FILED BY SAMUEL F. FELDMAN, ESQ . 



19 



EO DIE EXIT TO C.A. 



H 



•t 



MISCELLANEOUS HEARING LIST, FRIDAY, JULY 30, 2004 



R. PATTERSON 
N SCHNEIDERMAN 
H. NEWTON, JR. 
R.RYBAK 



COURTROOM #1, 9:00 AM 



IN RE: M.G. AND T.G. 



(1) 



JUDGE: FfflMCPBSGHFR 

2000-39 qc. 

DEPENDENCY 
MOF 

SHfcEDC 



A. PIERCE 

R. DERAYMOND 



R. MONKS 



(2) 

IN RE: ESTATE OF GIOVINNA VADINO MARRONI 




JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
2000-0636 O.C. 
FILE AN ESTATE 
ACCOUNTING 

SHREDC 



IN RE: PETITION 




, 0) 

(WARD NOE 



JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-2004-4977 
PETITION TO TRANSFER 
STRUCTURED SETTLEMENT 
PAYMENT RIGHTS 

SHREDC 



J. MCANNEY 



P. LAUER 



A. BELTRAMI 
E. MCLAIN 



(4) 

UNiFUND CCR PARTNERS 
VS 

SCOTT A. SMITH AND 
LAFAYETTE AMBASSADOR BANK 



JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-2004-432 

CLAIM FOR EXEMPTION 

SHREDC 



(5) 



IN RE: 1999 FORD F150 VEHICLE INDENTIFICAflON 
CO. 1FTRX18L3XKA08163 




JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-2004-3485 

petition to declaire 
abandoned vehicle title 

sh/ edi 



(6) 

CURTIS TOTAL SERVICE, INC. 
VS 

JAMES T. PARHAM, AN . 



, U\ DIVORC 



JUDT3E: F A MC P B S G H FR 
CV-2001-QD10 
MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION 
MOF 

SHftEDC 



R. BUSH 

L. SHAY GARDNER 



(7) 

EUGENE M. SARAVITZ. JR. 
VS 

HEATHER A. PAVLINSKY-SARAVITZ 



F M MC P B S G H FR 
2001-824 
DIVORCE 



SHREDJC 



D. TKACIK 
K. WELKS 



(8) 

D. MARK EDWARDS 
VS 

STONESTHROW SERVICES, LL, AN 



JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-200f 2149 
CnNFFRFJjCE 

CZj&W AM --^ 
FREEDBERG 

SHREDC 



D. GASIENICA-KOZAK 
S. MARGLE 



DEAN A. ZH.LNER 
VS 

TARA D. 39-LNER 



(9) 



4i ^ 



JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-2003-6947 

CUSTODY 

SHREDC 



H. FUNT 
R. SHIROFF 



BARBARA J. RYAN 
VS 

JAMES W. RYAN 




JUDGE: F M MC P B S G H FR; 
CV-2004-1729 
DIVORCE 

S HR EDC 



E. KINGSLEY 

J. BOBBER 
J. SOTLAND 
V. NENNI 



PAUL S. RUTH 
VS 

DICK MILHAM FORD TOYOTA 



JUQGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-2002-3088 

PETITION TO STRIKE/OPEN 
JUDGMENT 
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SHR EDC 



li 



NORTHAMPTON COUNTY PA MISCELLANEOUS HEARING LIST 



FRIDAY, JULY 30, 2004 



S. MARGLE 
J. MOLNAR 



D.T1DD 
K. SMULL 



TODD M. DAILEY 
VS 

CINDY L. DAILEY 



(12) 



JUDGE: F M MC P B 
CV-1 999-859 
DIVORCE 



PR 



KEVIN HIRSCH 
VS 

KIMBERLYA. HIRSCH 



(13) 




JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-2004-815 
DIVORCE' 

SH 



D. TIDD 

N. SJOLUND 



L KREGLOW 
L MINOTTI 



L. KREGLOW 
E. MCLAIN 



APRIL A. STOUDT 
VS 

RONALD M. STOUDT 



(14) 



JUDGE: f M MC P B S G H FR 

CV-B00*6839 

DIVORCE/CUSTODY 

SHRED C / 



STEPHEN J. RUGGIERO 
VS 

DONNA M. RUGGIERO 



(15) 



JUDGE: F M MC P I 
CV-2002-5075 
DIVORCE 



DC 



iSGHFR 



ROSE MARIE MIHALKO 
VS 

JAMES MIHALKO 



(16) 




JUDJGE: F M MC P 
CV-2003-3469 
DIVORCE 

SHREDC 



y/sGH 



FR 



A. BENNETT 


(17) 

JAMES WRIGHT 
VS 

ERIC ROTHROCK, ET AL 


# 


JUDJ3E: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-2002-4122 

PETITION OF DISMISSAL 

SHREDC 


M. KRANSON 


\ J (18) 
THE BANK OF NEW YORK AS TRUSTEE 

MARGARET FyftUMMEL, AN V 




JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 
CV-2001-7162 

PETITION TO STAY AND/OR 
SET ASIDE SHERIFF'S SALE 

SHREDC 


E. MCLAIN 


(19) 

MATTHEW J. BYRNES, AN 
VS 

HERBERT J. TOY, III, AN 




JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-2003-6493 

MOTION FOR 

RECONSIDERATION 

GARS 

SHREDC 


K. FOGERTY 


(20) 

KEVIN E. YOUNG, AN 
VS 

JEAN YOUNG 


Oir 


JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-'2004-4621 

MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE 

EVICTION AND POSSESSION 

OF LEASED PREMISES 

SHREDO 



L. SHAY GARDNER 
G. MILIDES 



THERESA E. KASZNICKI 
VS 

BRIAN KASZNICKI 



(21) 



JUDGE: FMMCPBSGHFR 

CV-2001-8678 

DIVORCE' 



h/epi 

UDJGE: F I 



t 



S. MARGLE 
A. MUIR 



(22) 

LISA L. TRESSLAR 
VS 

CHRISTOPHER P. OLSSON 



JUqGE: F M MC P B 
CV-2002-7899 
CUSTODY 



.G H FR 



HREDi 
UOGE: F I 



T. WALTERS 
W. HOGAN 



(23) 

CHARLES J. HITZEL 
VS 

LARY L. DEW ALT, ADMIN. OF THE ESTATE OF 
ANTOINETTE HITZEL 
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JUDGE: FMMCPSSGHFR 
CV-2003-4682 / 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 



^4 



In the Court of Common Pleas of Northampton County 

Civil - Law 



□ SHERIFF TO SERVE 
^B^TTDRNEY WILL SERVE 




VS FILE NO: 



Re-instate the above 'tL A-^^^ Vt- C^cuAp / M><Wv\^iL^ 




1 Q 20 Q 4 



ORIGINAL 



COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
CIVIL DIVISION 



JAMES WRIGHT, 



-VS . 



Plaintiff 



ERIC ROTHROCK, ET AL . , 

Defendant 



NO. CV-2002-4122 



ORDER OF COURT 

AND NOW, THIS 25th day of June, 
2004, the Court orders the Court Administrator 
■- niare this matter on the August 31, 2004, 
argument list. The matter will be called at 9 
a.m. August 31, 2004. 

The parties are -to have their 
briefs submitted in accord with local court 
rules. There will be an opportunity for oral 

1 * _ \\ 





2 



Date: 12-11-2-^1. 
Pager 2 2 



CASE HISTORY 
Case Number: C-0048-CV-2002-04122 

Title: J WRIGHT VS E ROTHROCK 



lesult: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

)F SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON HOLLY RUGGERIO BY 
'ERSONAL SERVICE ON JUNE 22, 2004, FILED. 

'arty: - 

late: 06/24/2004 Event: MISC: RETURN OF SERVICE 

action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 2 9 

lesult: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

)F SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON GILBERT MARK BY 

'ERSONAL SERVICE ON JUNE 22, 2004, FILED. 



'arty: - 

)ate: 06/24/2004 Event: MISC: RETURN OF SERVICE 

Lction: Form: Judge: Deputy: 2 9 

lesult: . Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

)F SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON MICHAEL ANTHONY 

IADOGNA BY PERSONAL SERVICE ON JUNE 23, 2 0 04, FILED. 

'arty: - 

'ate; 06/24/2004 Event: MISC: RETURN OF SERVICE 

action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 2 9 

lesult: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

)F SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON JAMES MACK BY PERSON- 
AL SERVICE ON JUNE 22, 2 004, FILED. 

'arty: - 

late: 06/25/2004 Event: MISC:RESULT OF CALL OF LIST 

LCtion: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

- esult: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

[EARING TO ARUGMENT AUGUST 31, 2 0 04 



45 



'arty: - 

'ate: 07/09/2004 Event: MISC:BOND 

.ction: Form: Judge: 

esult: Amount: $0.00 

RAECIPE TO ENTER SPECIFIC SURETY BOND UNDER SUBROGATION 
NTO THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE FILED BY JAMES WRIGHT. 



Deputy: 4 
Document Number: 



arty: - 

ate: 07/12/2004 Event: OR: ORDER OF COURT 

ction: Form: Judge: Deputy: 42 

esult: Amount: $0.00 Document Number- 

MED JUNE 25, 2 004 FILED WHEREIN IT IS ORDERED THAT THE 

DURT ADMINISTRATOR IS TO PLACE THIS MATTER ON THE AUGUST 

1, 2004 ARGUMENT LIST. THE MATTER WILL BE CALLED AT 9:00 AM 

JGUST 31, 2 004. THE PARTIES ARE TO HAVE THEIR BRIEFS 

JBMITTED IN ACCORD WITH LOCAL COURT RULES. THERE WILL BE 

)I OPPORTUNITY FOR ORAL ARGUMENT. FREEDBERG, P.J. 7/13/04 

{IT NOTICE AND COPY TO COUNSEL OF RECORD AND /OR UNREPRESEN- 

5D PARTIES. 



irty: - 

Ite: 07/16/2004 



Event: MISC : PRAECIPE FOR MISC HEARING 



- < "t.< - eiL-V^/" It c r> 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



FILE NO. 



IN 



TO THE PROTHONOTARY/ CLERK OF SAID COURT: 

Place the above case on the ARGUMENT 

COMPANION CASE-if any- 



„ list for I fO-ft ^V^l v>QJ$ 



SUBJECT MATTER 



EASTON, PA 



10 



1 



SIGNATURE: 



PRINT NAME: 
ADDRESS: 



. 67 



t- 



TELEPHONE NO: 



SUPREME COURT ID NO: 



FOR 



NAME OF OPPOSING COUNSEL: 



-SUBJECT MATTER T6 BE ARGUED MUST BE FILLED IN. 



PLEASE FILE IN DUPLICATE 




Date: 01-20-2005 
Page: 22 



CASE HISTORY 
Case Number: C- 0 048 - CV-2 002 - 04 122 

Title: J WRIGHT VS E ROTHROCK 



7 



MISC: RETURN OF SERVICE 



29 



Party: - 

Date: 06/24/2004 Event 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

OF SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON MICHAEL ANTHONY 
RADQGNA BY PERSONAL SERVICE ON JUNE 23, 2004, FILED. 

lb 

Party: - 

Date: 06/24/2004 Event: MISC: RETURN OF SERVICE 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 2 9 

Result: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

OF SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY UPON JAMES MACK BY PERSON- 
AL SERVICE ON JUNE 22, 2 004, FILED. 



Party: - 

Date: 06/25/2004 
Action: . Form: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 

HEARING TO ARUGMENT AUGUST 31, 2004 



Event: MISC: RESULT OF CALL OF LIST 
Judge: Deputy: 4 5 

Document Number : 



arty: - 

Date: 07/09/2004 Event: MISC:BOND 

Action: Form: Judge: Deputy: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 Document Number: 

PRAECIPE TO ENTER SPECIFIC SURETY BOND UNDER SUBROGATION 
INTO THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE FILED BY JAMES WRIGHT. 

V 

Party: - 

Date: 07/12/2004 
Action: Form: 
Result : 

DATED JUNE 25, 2004 
COURT ADMINISTRATOR 



Event: OR.: ORDER OF COURT 
Judge : 

Amount : 
FILED WHEREIN IT 
IS TO PLACE THIS 



$0.00 Document 
IS ORDERED THAT THE 
MATTER ON THE AUGUST 



Deputy : 
Number : 



42 



31, 2004 ARGUMENT LIST. THE MATTER WILL BE CALLED AT 9:00 AM 
AUGUST 31, 2004. THE PARTIES ARE TO HAVE THEIR BRIEFS 
SUBMITTED IN ACCORD WITH LOCAL COURT RULES. THERE WILL BE 
AN OPPORTUNITY FOR ORAL ARGUMENT. FREEDBERG, P.J. 7/13/04 
EXIT NOTICE AND COPY TO COUNSEL OF RECORD AND/OR UNREPRESEN- 
TED PARTIES. 



It 



A TRUE COPY 
ATTEST: 

HOLLY FtUGGIERO 
CLERK OF COURT 
ClVIUPRO-RHOftfOTAfy 



'Party: - 
Date: 07/16/2004 
Action: Form: 
Result : 



Event 
Judge : 

Amount 



MISC: PRAECIPE FOR MISC 



$0.00 

FOR REQUESTED DATE OF JULY 30, 2004 FILED BY 
WRIGHT, PRO, SE. EO DIE EXIT COPY TO C.A. 

99 

Party: - 

Date: 07/16/2004 Event: MISC:MOTION 

Action: Form: Judge: 

Result: Amount: $0.00 



Document 
JAMES ROBERT 



HEARING 
Deputy : 
Number : 



C0tr 

41 



Document 



Deputy : 
Number : 



29 



VERIFIED MOTION TO DISMISS DEFENDANT ( S ) /MOVANT ( S ) PETITION ( S ) 
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
CIVIL DIVISION - LAW 



JAMES WRIGHT, 



Plaintiff, 



v. 



No. C0048 CV2002 4122 



ERIC ROTHROCK, et. aL 



Defendants. 



AMENDED ORDER 
AND NOW this 1^ day of October, 2004, the Motions to Strike Default Judgment filed 
by Defendants Samuel F. Feldman and Eugene Fritzinger are granted. 




Principles of COMMERCIAL LAW 

Eternal, unchanged principles of Commercial Law are: { Mosaic Law ] 

a) A workman is worthy of his hire, (thou shalt not steal) 

(Exodus 20:15; Leviticus 19:13; Matthew 10:10; Luke 10:7; II Timothy 2:6) 

b} All are equal under the law. (no one is above the. law) 

(Exodus 21:23-25; Leviticus 24:17-21; Deuteronomy 1:17, 19:21; Matthew 22:36-40; Luke 10:17; Col. 
3:25) 

c) In commerce, truth is sovereign, (thou shalt not bear false witness) 

(Exodus 20:16; Psalms 117:2; John 8:32; II Corinthians 13:8) 

d) Truth is expressed in the form of an affidavit. 

(Leviticus 5:4-5; Leviticus 6:3-5; Leviticus 19:11-13;- Numbers 30:2; Matthew 5:33; James 5:12) 

e) An unremitted affidavit stands as the truth hi Commerce. 

( 2 Peter 1:25; (l: Peter 1:25; Hebrews 6:13-15) 

f) An unrebutted affidavit becomes the judgment in Commerce. 

(Hebrews 6:16-17) 

g) All matters must be expressed to be resolved. 

(Hebrews 4:16; Philosians 4:6j Ephesians 6:19-21) 

h) He who leaves the battlefield first loses uy default. 

(Book of Job; Matthew 10:22) 

i) Sacrifice is the measure of credibility, (no willingness to sacrifice = no liability, 
responsibility, authority or measure of conviction) 

(Acts 7, life/death of Stephen) 

j) A lien or claim can be satisfied only through an affidavit by a point-for-point rebuttal, 
resolution by jury, or payment. 
(Genesis 2-3; Matthew 5; Revelation) 



scellaneous 
Papers 
4 



What you think is a state is in reality a corporation, in other words, a Person. 

%knmonwealth of Pennsylvania is Person!' 9 F. Supp 272' Word'^ersori' does not include state!' 12 

Up Arty Gen 176. 



Oil August 9, 1790; Article ONE of the U.S. Statutes at Large, pages 138-178, abolished the 
States of the Republic and created Federal Districts. In the same year the former States of the 
Republic reorganized as Corporations and their legislatures wrote new State Constitutions, 
absent defined boundaries, which they presented to the people of each State for a vote. Why this 
time? Because the new State Constitutions fraudulently made the people "Citizens" of the new 
Corporate States . 



To understand that the UNITED STATES is a corporation and that it existed before the 
Revolutionary war see Republica v. Sweers 1 Dallas 43, and 28 U.S.C. 3002 (15). 

At the road-side stop, the possession of a 'Driver License' is the indicia (evidence) of contract 
with State/DMV. Note;"Where a person is not at the time a licensee of the particular agency 
[DMV], their license having expired and they not having asked its renewal, neither the agency 
nor any other officials has jurisdiction of said person"For reference, see ONeil v. Department of 
Professions and Vocation, 7 CA 2d 398. 



THE County D.A. is " NOT AN OFFICER OF THE COMMONWEALTH" 
SCHROECri vs. Pa. STATE POLICE 
26 Commwlth Ct. 41, 362 A 2d. 486 (1976) 




DON'T TRY TO REPEAL OBAMACARE. INSTEAD, REVEAL 

THE TERRITORIAL LIMITATIONS OF ALL FEDERAL LAWS. 



3y Dr. Eduardo M. Rivera 

Federal law is made for the 
federal government, fed- 
aral employees,federaI terri- 
:ory and federal citizens. The 
Declaration of Independence 
Df July 4, 1776 sets forth the 
[imposition that free 
people are free because 
freedom is defined by universal 
unwritten law and that law 
is above and superior to all 
written law. 

Article IV of the Articles of 
Confederation of, November 
15, 1777 secures to the people, 
their rigfit "to Be free under 
unwritten law. 

The Northwest Ordinance 
of July 13, 1787 was the first 
attempt of the United. States in 



Congress assembled to extend 
written legislative over all the 
people, by first making the 
settlers and inhabitants liable 
for the federal debt and federal 
taxes. 

The Constitution of 
September 17, 1787 allowed 
the newly created federal 
government under the 
Articles of Confederation 
and Northwest Ordinance 
to institute a government 
corporation to administer the 
territory owned and ceded to 
the United States of America. 
George Washington^ bloodless 
takeover of the federal 
government accomplished by 
his election to the Office of 
President 

of the United States of America 



and his taking of the oral oath 
ofOffice of President of the 
United States permitted all 
members ofCongress to avoid 
being bound by an Article 
VI oath "to support this 
Constitution." Instead, the 
First Congress enacted an oath 
to the federal government's 
corporation, the United 
States. 

The 111th Congress enacted 
the . Democrat Health Care 
Reform Bi!i and President 
of the United States Barack 
Hussein Obama signed it into 
law for the people of the United 

The people of the United 
States have subjected 
themselves to the laws . made 
by the Congress and President 



of the United States, by failit 
to know written and unwrittf 
law. To learn what you need 
know about the laws, conta 
me at edriverataedrivera.cor 
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MYTH SIX - 
YOU MUST OBEY STATUTES, RULES, 
REGULATIONS, ORDINANCES, ETC. 



The vast majority, if not all, of us have believed for years that we must obey all 
the laws, rules, regulations, ordinances, government codes, etc. that any legislature, 
county, city or other government agency makes up to control our actions. That is true but 
only because we do not know who we are. 

We are Sovereign over the government agencies of which we, the living, 
breathing people collectively, are co-creators. California Government Code, Section 100 
states "The people of this state did not give up their Sovereignty over the agencies which 
they created" That is true in every State. 

The presumption of government and the courts is that we are juristic, corporate 
beings and not living, breathing souls. But that is a rebuttable presumption. 

Rebuttable presumption. In the law of evidence, a presumption 
which may be rebutted by evidence. Otherwise called a "disputable " 
presumption. A species of legal presumption which holds good until 
evidence contrary to it is introduced 

Black's Law Dictionary 6 lh edition, page 1267 



MYTH BLSTED! 



All that is required in order to rebut the presumption that we are juristic, corporate 
beings is to serve the plaintiffs attorney and the clerk of the court in which you are being 
sued with an Affidavit of Denial of Corporate Status, a. Notice of Copyright of your 
STRAW MAN and a Hold Harmless and Indemnity Agreement (HHIA) between you and 
your STRAW MAN. 

That completely rebuts the presumption that you are a juristic, corporate being 
and the court is dead. It cannot move forward at all and you hav e won your case or cause. 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Sec. Ill, Motions and Pleadings, Rule 9(a) states 
in pertinent part: 

"When an issue is raised as to the legal existence of a named party's capacity to 
be sued, or the authority of a party to be sued, the party desiring to raise the issue 
shall do so by specific negative averment, which shall include supporting 
particulars."' (emphasis added) 

junsdichun. once challenged, is u> he proven. nut by ihe court. h u , In ihe parly nilemptmu lo ; ,ssul jurisdiction. 
Hie burden ol proof ol jiinsdicl ion lies u„h the asscrlcr. The court is uiiIn lo rule on the sumaencN of ihe pro, ,! 
*.:ndcrcd Se MeNu.l v. ("iMAC". I.JS 1 7,X. The ..riyii.s oftlus doctrmc of lav. m;n he lonnd u, MnOlcld's 

M 1 11lc United Slates Supreme Court and numerous federal 

_^ courts have ruled lhal when pinsdiCon >s challenged, it must be proven, on the record, or the case must be dismissed. See: Me! a v. U.S. ^ 
505 F 2d, 1026 "Once jurisdiction has been challenged, the court cannot proceed when it clearly appears that Ihe court lacks jurisdiction 



All capital letters signifies Corporation see 
Monroe 147, U.S. Report 47. 



FEDERAL JURISDICTION 



It is further relevant to this Affidavit that any violation of my Rights, Freedom, or Property by the 
U.S. federal government, or any agent thereof, would be an illegal and unlawful excess, clearly 
outside the limited boundaries of federal jurisdiction. My understanding is that the jurisdiction of 
the U.S. federal government is defined by Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 of the U.S. Constitution, 
quoted as follows: 

"The Congress shall have the power ... To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever, over such district fNOT EXCEEDING TEN MILES SOUARF) as may, by 
cession of particular states and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the 
Government of the United States, [District of Columbia] and to exercise like authority 
over all places purchased by the consent of the legislature of the state in which the same 
shall be, for the Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock yards and other needful 
Buildings; And - To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
Execution the foregoing Powers..." [emphasis added] 

and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2: 

"The Congress shall have the Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and 
Regulations respecting the Territory or other Property belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed as to Prejudice any Claims of the United 
States, or of any particular State." 

The definition of the "United States" being used here, then, is limited to its territories: 

1 ) The District of Columbia 6) Northern Mariana Islands 

2) Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 7) Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 

3) U.S. Virgin Islands 8) Military bases within the several states 

4) Guam 9) Federal agencies within the several states 

5) American Samoa 



It does not include the several states themselves, as is confirmed by the following cites: 

"We have in our political system a Government of the United States and a government of 
each of the several States. Each one of these governments is distinct from the others, and 
each has citizens of its own who owe it allegiance, and whose rights, within its 
jurisdiction, it must protect. The same person may be at the same time a citizen of the 
United States and a Citizen of a State, but his rights of citizenship under one of these 
governments will be different from those he has under the other." Slaughter House Cases 
United States vs. Cruikshank. 92 U.S. 542 (1875). 

"THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IS A FOREIGN CORPORATION WITH 
RESPECT TO A STATE." [emphasis added] Volume 20: Corpus Juris Sec . §§1785: 
NY re: Merriam 36N.E. 505 1441 S.Ct.1973,41 L.Ed.287. 



TO DECLARE Oft NOT TO DECLARE... 
^ ...THAT IS THE QUE STI ON? 

- -t^neyj.. Rule 17 of the federal and state, rules 

of civil procedure, is the government's provided "affirmative 
defense" for the people, i.e. sovereigns. Do not be tricked or 
mislead into pleadinpn^ a copy of the 

contract that I have with ttiePlaintiff that allows an "it" or fictitious 
entity to sue a human t00" i^bntra^nocase:.. see Erie 
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Expatriation Act 



CHAP. CCXLIX - An Act concerning the Rights of American 
Citizens in foreign States. 



Right of 

Expatriation 

declared 



Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of 
all people, indispensable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; and whereas in the 
recognition of this principle, this government has freely received 
emigrants from all nations, and invested them with the rights of 
citizenship; and whereas it is claimed that such American citizens, 
with their descendents, are subjects of foreign states, owing 
allegiance to the governments thereof; and whereas it is necessary 
to the maintenance of pub he peace that this claim of foreign 
allegiance should be promptly and finally disavowed; Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That any 
declaration, instruction, opinion, order, or decision of any officers of 
this government which denies, restricts, impairs, or questions the 
right of expatriation, is hereby declared inconsistent with the 
fundamental principles of this government. 



Protection to 
naturalized 
citizens in 
foreign states. 



Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all naturalized citizens of the 
United States, while in foreign states, shall be entitled to, and shall 
receive from this government, the same protection of persons and 
property that is accorded to native-born citizens in like situations 
and circumstances. 



Release of 
citizens 
imprisoned by 
foreign 
governments 
to be 

demanded 



Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That whenever it shall be made 
known to the President that any citizen of the United States has 
been unjustly deprived of his liberty by or under the authority of 
any foreign government, it shall be the duty of the President 
forthwith to demand of that government the reasons for such 
imprisonment, and if it appears to be wrongful and in violation of 
the rights of American citizenship, the President shall forthwith 
demand the release of such citizen, and if the release so demanded 
is unreasonably delayed or refused, it shall be the duty of the 
President to use such means, not amounting to acts of war, as he 
may think necessary and proper to obtain or effectuate such release, 
and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto shall as soon as 
practicable be communicated by the President to Congress. 



££££u Approved, July 27, 1868. 

d to Congress. 



law or equity against a Citizens. 

FRCP 4 Q clearly shows that state, municipal corporation, political subdivision, 
governmental organization, corporation, agency, Instrumentality of a foreign state, 
judicial person or even a Bank fall under the definition of Foreign Sovereign Immunity 



Act(FSIA) under 28 TISC 1 60S , As this court does fall under 28 USC SECTION 3002 
definition of the UNITED STATES 15 (a) FEDERAL CORPORATION along with term 
of judicial person and the court it self is an instrumentality of the Federal Government. 

All complaints and suits against such CORPORATION or ens legis fall under the 
aforementioned FSIA and service of process must be made by the clerk of the court, 
under section 1608(a)(4) of title 28, United States Code, 63 Stat. Ill, as amended (22 
U.S.C. 2658) [42 FR 6367, Feb. 2, 1977, as amended at 63 FR 16687, Apr. 6, 1998], to 
the Director of the Office of Special Consular Services in the Bureau of Consular Affairs, 
Department of State, in Washington, D.C., exclusively, pursuant to 22 CFR §§93.1 and 
93.2. A copy of the FSIA must be filed with the complaint along with "a certified copy 
of the diplomatic note of transmittal;" and, "the certification shall state the date and place 
the documents were delivered." The foregoing must be served upon the Chief Executive 
Officer and upon the Registered Agent of the designated CORPORATION or FOREIGN 
STATE. 

MUNICIPAL, COUNTY, OR STATE COURTS and eveflthis Federal District Court lack 
jurisdiction to hear any case under the definition of FOREIGN STATE and under all 
related definitions below. Said jurisdiction lies with the "district court of the United 
States," established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which 




are "constitutional courts" and has not included the territorial courts created under Article 
IV, Section 3, Clause 2, which are "legislative" courts. Hornbnckle v. Toombs, 85 U.S. 
648, 21 L.Ed. 966 (1873), (See Title 28 USC, Rule 1101), exclusively, under the FSIA 
Statutes pursuant to 28 USC §1330. 

It is an undisputed, conclusive presumption that the above-mentioned real party in 
interest is a not a CORPORATION who is not registered with any Secretary of State as a 
CORPORATION. Pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6), the Prosecuting Attorney has failed to state 
a claim for which relief can be granted. This is a FATAL DEFECT, and, therefore, the 
instant case and all related matters must be DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE for lack of 
in personam, territorial and subject matter jurisdiction, as well as for improper Venue; 
and, pursuant to the 1 1 th amendment. 

The Accuser has 10 day to respond to disprove all legal definition and prove that 
this Party has not being charged as Corporation or as a American Citizen and that the 
court and the Accuser is not protected or acting under 28 USC 1608 as a foreign state or 
political subdivision. Any failure on the Accuser to respond with in the tenth day, three 
days after that tenth day this court is ordered to place a Summary Judgment in favor of 
this Party to which all property, items, children and etc taken much be returned, all 
expense and time lost to the accused shall be paid that amount plus three times the 
amount back and all judgment dismissed without prejudiced. 

Moreover, the process in the above-captioned case is not "regular on its face:" 

Regular on its Face — "Process is said to be "regular on its face" when it proceeds from 
the court, officer, or body having authority of law to issue process of that nature, and 
which is legal in form, and contains nothing to notify, or fairly apprise any one that it is 
issued without authority," 



Postal Power 



The UPU (Universal Postal Union) in Berne, Switzerland, is an extremely 
significant organization in today's world. It is formulated by treaty. No nation can be 
recognized as a nation without being in international admiralty in order to have a forum 
common to all nations for engaging in commerce and resolving disputes. That is why the 
USA under the Articles of Confederation could not be recognized as a country. Every 
state (colony) was sovereign, with its own common law, which foreclosed other countries 
from interacting with the USA as a nation in international commerce. Today, 
international admiralty is the private jurisdiction of the IMF, et al., the creditor in the 
bankruptcy of essentially every government on Earth. 

The UPU operates under the authority of treaties with every country in the world. 
It is, as it were, the overlord or overseer over the common interaction of all countries in 
international commerce. Every nation has a postal system, and also has reciprocal 
banking and commercial relationships, whereby all are within and under the UPU. The 
UPU is the number one military (international admiralty is also military) contract mover 
on the planet. For this reason one should send all important legal and commercial 
documents through the post office rather than private carriers, which are firewalls. We 
want direct access to the authority — and corresponding availability of remedy and 
recourse — of the UPU. For instance, if you post through the US Post Office and the US 
Postmaster does not provide you with the remedy you request within twenty-one (21) 
days, you can take the matter to the UPU. Involving the authority of the UPU is 
automatically invoked by the use of postage stamps. Utilization of stamps includes 
putting stamps on any documents (for clout purposes, not mailing) we wish to introduce 
into the system. As long as you use a stamp (of any kind) you are in the game. If you 
have time, resources, and the luxury of dealing with something well before expiration of 
a given time frame, you can use stamps that you consider ideal. The most preferable 
stamps are ones that are both large and contain the most colors. In an emergency 
situation, or simply if economy is a consideration, any stamp will do. 

Using a postage stamp and autograph on it makes you the postmaster for that 
Contract. Whenever you put a stamp on a document, inscribe your full name over the 
stamp at an angle. The color ink you use for this is a function of what color will show up 
best against the colors in the stamp. Ideal colors for doing this are purple (royalty), blue 
(origin of the bond), and gold (king's edict). Avoid red at all cost. Obviously, if you have 
a dark, multi-colored stamp you do not want to use purple or blue ink, since your 
autograph on it would not stand out as well if you used lighter color ink. Ideally one 
could decide on the best color for his autograph and then obtain stamps that best suit 
one's criteria and taste. Although a dollar stamp is best, it is a luxury unless one is well 
off financially. Otherwise, reserve the use of dollar stamps for crucial instruments, such 
as travel documents. The rationale for using two-cent stamps is that in the 1 9th Century 
the official postage rate for the de jure Post Office of the United States of America was 
fixed at two (2) cents. For stamps to carry on one's person for any kind of unexpected 
encounter or emergency use, this denomination might be ideal. 

Use stamps on important documents, such as a check, travel documents, 
paperwork you put in court, etc. Where to put the stamp and how many stamps to use 

1 



depend on the document. On foundational documents and checks, for instance, put a 
stamp on the right hand corner of the instrument, both on the front and on the back. The 
bottom right hand corner of the face of a check, note, or bill of exchange signifies the 
liability. Furthermore, the bottom right hand corner of the reverse of the document is the 
final position on the page, so no one can endorse anything (using a restricted 
endorsement or otherwise) after that. You want to have the last word. If you have only 
one stamp, put it where you are expected to sign and autograph over it cross-wise. In the 
case of a traffic ticket, for instance, put a stamp on the lower right hand corner where you 
are supposed to sign and autograph across the stamp at an angle. Autographing a stamp 
not only establishes you as the postmaster of the contract but constitutes a cross-claim. 
Using the stamp process on documents presents your adversaries with a problem because 
their jurisdiction is subordinate to that of the UPU, which you have now invoked for your 
benefit. The result in practice of doing this is that whenever those who know what you 
are doing are recipients of your documents with autographed stamps they back off. If 
they do not, take the matter to the US Postmaster to deal with. If he will not provide you 
with your remedy, take the matter to the UPU for them to clean up. 

The countries whose stamps would be most effective to use are China, Japan, 
United States, and Great Britain. Utilizing these countries covers both East and West. 
However, since the US seems to be the point man in implementing the New World Order, 
one might most advisably use US stamps. 

If you put stamps on documents you submit into court, put a stamp on the back of 
each page, at the bottom right hand corner. Do not place any stamps on the front of court 
paperwork since doing so alarms the clerk. By placing your autographed stamp on the 
reverse right hand corner you prevent being damaged by one of the tricks of judges 
these days. A judge might have your paperwork on his bench, but turned over so only the 
back side, which is ordinarily blank on every page, is visible. Then if you ask about your 
paperwork he might say something like, "Yes, I have your paperwork in front of me 
but I don't find anything." He can't see anything on the blank side of a page. If you place 
an autographed stamp on the lower right hand corner you foreclose a judge from 
engaging in this trick. In addition, when it comes to court documents, one side is criminal 
and the other is civil. Using the autographed stamp that you rubber-stamp with your seal 
(bullet stamp) on the back side of your court documents is evidence that you possess the 
cancelled obligation on the civil side. Since there can be no assessment for criminal 
charges, and you show that you are the holder of the civil assessment, there is no way out 
for the court. Also, in any court document you put in, handwrite your EIN number [SS# 
w.o. dashes] in gold on the top right corner of every page, with the autographed stamp on 
the back side. 

Use of a notary combined with the postage stamp (and sometime Embassy 
stamps) gives you a priority mechanism. Everything is commerce, and all commerce is 
contract. The master of the contract is the post office, and the UPU is the supreme 
overlord of the commerce, banking, and postal systems of the world. Use of these stamps 
•in this manner gets the attention of those in the system to whom you provide your 
paperwork. It makes you the master of that post office. Use of the stamp is especially 
important when dealing with the major players, such as the FBI, CIA, Secret Service, 
Treasury, etc. They understand the significance of what you are doing. Many times they 
hand documents back to someone using this approach and say, "Have a good day, sir." 



They don't want any untoward repercussions coming back on them. If anyone asks you 
why you are doing what you are doing, suggest that they consult their legal counsel for 
the significance. It is not your job to explain the law, nor explain such things as your 
exemption or Setoff Account. The system hangs us by our own words. We have to give 
them the evidence, information, contacts, and legal determinations they require to convict 
us. The wise words of Calvin Coolidge, the most taciturn president in US history, are apt. 
When asked why he spoke so little, he replied, "I have never been hurt by anything I 
didn't say." The bottom line is that whenever you need to sign any legal/commercial 
document, put a stamp (even a one (1) cent stamp) over where you sign and sign at an 
angle across it. Let the recipient deal with the significance and consequences of your 
actions. If you are in a court case, or at any stage of a proceeding (such as an indictment, 
summons, complaint, or any other hostile encounter with the system), immediately do the 
following: 

1 . Make a color copy of whatever documents you receive, or scan them in color 
into your computer; 

2. Stamp the original of the first page of every document with the ARFV stamp, 
put a postage stamp in the signature space, and autograph across it at an angle 
with your full name, using purple or blue ink, handwritten with upper- and lower- 
case, with your gold-ink bullet stamp (seal) on the upper left-hand portion of the 
postage stamp; Make a color copy of the stamped, autographed pages 
and/or scan into your computer; 

3. Put a stamp on the lower right-hand-comer of the back of every page and 
bullet-stamp and autograph it; 

4. Have a notary send each document back to the sender, with a notarial certificate 
of service, with or without an accompanying/supporting affidavit by you; 

5. If you have an affidavit, put an autographed stamp on the upper right hand 
corner of the first page and the lower right hand corner of the back of every page. 

People who have engaged in this process report that when any knowledgeable 
judge, attorney, or official sees this, matters change dramatically. All of these personages 
know what mail fraud is. Since autographing the stamp makes you the postmaster of the 
contract, anyone who interferes is tampering with the mail and engaging in mail fraud. 
You can then subpoena the postmaster (either of the post office from which the letter was 
mailed, or the US Postmaster General, or both), and have them explain what the rules are, 
under deposition or testimony on the witness stand in open court. 

In addition, most of the time when you get official communication it has a red- 
meter postage mark on the envelope rather than a cancelled stamp. This act is mail fraud. 
If the envelope has a red-meter postage mark on it, they are the ones who have engaged 
in mail fraud, because there is no cancelled stamp. It is the cancelled stamp that has the 
power; an un-cancelled stamp has nothing. A red-meter postage mark is an uncan celled 
stamjhjf it is not cancelled, it is not paid. One researcher has scanned everything into his 
computer, and has more red-meter postage marks than he "can shake a stick at." Officials 
sending things out by cancelled stamp is a rarity — perhaps at most 2%. 

With the red-metered postage you can trace each communication back 
to the PO from which it was sent, so you can get the postmaster for that PO, as well as the 
postmaster general for the US, to investigate the mail fraud involved. It is reasonable to 



conclude that canceling a stamp both registers the matter and forms a contract between 
the party that cancels the stamp and the UPU. Using a stamp for postage without 
canceling it is prima facie evidence that the postmaster of the local PO is committing 
mail fraud by talcing a customer's money and not providing the paid-for service and 
providing you with the power of a cancelled stamp, as required under the provisions of 
the UPU. When you place an autographed stamp on a document you place that document 
and the contract underlying it under international law and treaty, with which the courts 
have no jurisdiction to deal. The system cannot deal with the real you, the living principal 
(as evidenced and witnessed by jurat). Nor can officials, attorneys, judges, et al, go 
against the UPU, international law, and treaty. In addition, they have no 
authority/jurisdiction to impair a contract between you (as the living principal) and the 
UPU (overseer of all world commerce). 

You cancelled the stamp by sealing it and autographing across it. You did so in 
capacity of being the living principal, as acknowledged by your seal and the jurat on your 
documents. 

If you are in a court case, bring in your red-metered envelopes court and request 
the judge to direct the prosecutor to explain the red-meter postage stamp. Then watch 
their jaws drop. Doing this is especially potent if you also have asked the prosecutor to 
provide his bar number, since most attorneys in court — especially in US — are not 
qualified. An attorney in federal court had better have a six-digit bar card or he 
committed a felony just by walking in and giving his name. 

Lastly, if you are charged with mail fraud, subpoena the prosecutor(s) to bring in 
the evidence on which mail fraud is being alleged, as well as the originals of all 
envelopes used for mailing any item connected with the case. Then the mail fraud 
involved was committed by the postmaster of the PO in which the envelope was 
stamped. 



Enforcement of City & 
County Codes Prohibited 



California lay/ prnhihifrg 
Cities and Caunties from 
enforcing Cit y - or_ County 
Codes and Ordinance s upon 
properEZSiaT is^not "OWNED 
by t he City oP county - even 
if the property is within City, 
limits. 

California Penal Code: 
Chapter 5b CITATIONS FOR 
VIOLATIONS OF COUNTY, 
CITY, OR Cm' AND COUNTY 
ORDINANCES - Sections 
853.1through 853.4 was 
repealed in 1967. 

The Supreme, Court- ruled 
that Municipalities ca nnot 
exert qny acts or own ership 
and co ntrol oven, propert y that 
is not owned fry thpm. see 
Palazzolo v. Rhode Island 533 
US 606, 150 L.Ed. 2d 592, 121 

S.Ct. (200 l)(no expiration 

date on the taking clause for 

City's illpr]fl| pn€nrrgnngrir of 

its Codes on the man's private 
propejtv^nd_j estrictjj q the 
man'^~hiiginp<ig;) f " afHrming 



both Lucas v South Carolina 
Coastal Countil, 505 US 
1003, 120 LlEd. 2d 798 
(1992). (butterfly activists 
and Code Enforcement cannot 
restrict development of the 
man's private swampland 
unless they lcjw fully ,_acquire 
the _ .land ^ FIR ST surveying 
with binoculars constitutes 
a "takings" ), and looks like 
a tort claim! Monterey v. Del 
Monte Dunes, 526 US 687 
(1999), 143 iLEd. 2d 882 

S.Ct. (1998). 

In the Monterey case, the 
California private property 
owner was awarded $8 million 



fo r.Code Enforcement' s i llegal 

H-aepaec anH rocfrirl-ir.1^ nf his 

hii<;inpc:g r anri an other~ $1.45 
millio n for the aggra vation of 
a fn rqprt <;a|g. * ■ 

Federal Law also prohibits 
Cities andCountiesfrom issuing 
|citation§ _against b usinesses,, 
'see TiHP j _STre?7 . s § 891-11 
896, quoting Section 891 ... 
"An extortionate means is any 
means which involves the use, 
or an express or implicit threat 
of use, of violence or other 
criminal means to cause harm { 
to the person, reputation, or ] 
property." 

Black's Law Dictionary 
5 th Edition (page 1140): 
Recaption. At Common Law, 
a retaking or taking back. 
A species of remedy by the 
mere act of the party injured 
(otherwise termed "reprisal"), 
which happens when anyone 
has deprived another of his 
property in goods or chattels 
personal, or wrongfully 
detains one's wife, child, or 
servant. In this case, the 
owner of the goods, and the 
husband, parent, or master 
may lawfully claim and retake 
them, wherever he happens 
to find them, so it be not in 
a riotous manner, or attended 
with a breach of the peace. 
Prigg v. Pennsylvania, 41U.S. 
(16 Pet) 539, 612, lOL.Ed. 
1060. 



By John Quade 




Tricks, Tricks and More Uricks 

Every Statute Must Have Enacting Clause to be Legitimate 
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Do you know that every statute 
passed by Congress and the 
State legislatures must have an 
enacting clause? Do you know what an 
enacting clause is? What is the force and 
effect of a statute that does not have an 
enacting clause? This short piece will- 
attempt to answer these questions and 
show how the courts use procedure to 
avoid dealing with such things. 

Every statute has three parts; the title, 
the enactment clause and the main body. 
The first and last things are self-evident, 
but the nature of the enacting clause is 
lost on almost everyone. 

First, to define an enactment clause 
we find that it is: 

...that portion of the statute which 
gives it jurisdictional identity and con- 
stitutional authenticity... The purpose of 
an enacting clause is to establish the act; 
to give it permanence, uniformity and 
certainty; to afford evidence of its leg- 
islative, statutory nature, and thus pre- 
vent inadvertence, possible mistake, 
and fraud.' 

The enacting clause is a short formal 
statement, appearing after the title, indi- 
cating that all which follows is to 
become law, and giving the authority by 
which the law is made. There is no 
excuse for not using it. 2 

The enacting clause is the section of a 
bill or statute which establishes the 
whole document as law. 3 

All right, the enacting clause is impor- 
tant but, what do they look like? 
Normally, you can find the enactment 
clause in your state constitution. There is 
no enacting clause in the Federal 
Constitution, or in the constitutions for 
the States of Delaware, Georgia, 
Pennsylvania, and Virginia. But Con- 
gress and the above state legislatures 
still have adopted a very precise enact- 
ing clause which has been used since 
these governments were first created. 

But what does an enacting clause look 
like? Typical is the enacting clause from 
the States of Illinois and California: 

"Be it enacted by People of the State 
of Illinois, represented in the General 
Assembly." 4 And from California: "The 
People of the State of California, repre- 



sented in Senate and Assembly, do enact 
as follows:" 5 

It's very clear, isn't it? But what hap 
pens it the enacting clause in a statute is 
not exactly written as its supposed to be 
in the Constitution? Or maybe the enact- 
ing clause is not even in the statute? The 
answer is simple. It "cannot be held to 
be a law." 6 

To be even more specific: 

The said section of the Constitution 
[of Nevada] is imperative and mandato- 
ry, and a law contravening its provisions 
is null and void. 7 

So to sum up, every statute must have 
an enacting clause and any statute that 
has none, or has an enacting clause that 
does not conform exactly to the one 
required by the constitution of the state 
— is null and void. 

But, are there really statutes that do 
not have the proper enacting clause in 
them? Yes. In fact, about 99 percent of 
■CHrrent statutes passed by the States 
have no enacting clause or the clause 
that is there is changed slightly, such that 
it utterly voids the statutes and the Code 
that is compiled from the statutes. If this 
is true, how can anyone get convicted by 
the courts? 

Here's where the tricks come in. 
The lack of an enacting clause means 
that, every traffic ticket and tax bill 
issued is null and void for lack of a valid 
statute. But they use code citations when 
they issue tickets "and tax bills. True, but 
behind the code citations there is always 
a statute on wjycb the code is based and 
if the statute is void, so is 
the Code section if applies to. 

How can I plead this idea if I have to 
go to court? 

Since the statute is the basis of the 
courts jurisdiction to hear the case, if the 
statute is void, then there was no viola- 
tion of law in the first place. This question 
is the very foundation of the courts sub- 
ject matter jurisdiction and where there is 
no subject matter jurisdiction there is no 
case to be heard because there is no valid 
statute for the court to adjudicate. 

But subject matter challenges to the 
court must be made before one enters a 
plea in a case It can be raised either in 



process to court — before arraignment 
— that requests a dismissal for lack of 
subject matter jurisdiction, or it can be 
made in court. However,' if the plea is 
made in court, it must be made before 
one enters a plea of "guilty," "not guilty" 
or "nolo contendre." 

This is because if one pleads any-, 
thing, in person, he has not only set, 
aside all the defects in the courts process, 
but he has already admitted that there 
is a controversy by pleading — any- 
1 thing. 

Thus, even though 99 percent of all 
cases in traffic court, tax court, etc., are 
based upon bogus statutes, most people 
never look at the subject matter jurisdic- 
tion and this is where they get hung. 

Remember, a plea admits there is a 
controversy for the court to settle, and it 
also means the subject matter questions 
are now much more difficult to raise and 
for most people, impossible to argue. 
So, challenge the court's subject matter 
jurisdiction after you do the research 
behind the code in the statutes, and chal- 
lenge it before you make any plea 
in the case. If necessary, just ask the 
court for an extension of time to answer. 
Then get your ducks in a row. 

Notes on the text: 

1. Joiner v. State. 155 S.E. 2d 8, 10; 223 
Ga. 367 (1967). 

2. Harvey Walker, The Legislative 
Process, New York, p. 346. 

3. Pearce v. Vinum. 61 N.E. 116, 117, 
193111.192(1901). 

4. See Illinois Constitution, Articles 3 
4 and 5, and especially Article 4, Section Ti. 

5. See the 1879 Constitution for the 
State of California, Section One. 

6. City of Carlyle v. Nicolay. 165 N.E 
211, 215, 216 (Illinois, 1942) affinned in 
Liberty Nat. Bank of Chicago v. Metrick, 
102 N.E. 2d 308, 310-, 410 11L 429 (1951). 

7. Nevada v. Rogers. 10 Nev?250, 255, 
256 (1875); approved in rainp 'v. Rnhhins. 
131 P. 2d 516, 518, 61 Nev. 416 (1942). 

About the Author John Quad? is cur- 
rently working on Citizens for Law Reform. 
Any questions can be sent to Rosamond Post 
Office, Rosamond, California 93560. gg 




ici gii;. Way. b&v ! sas-/ done.- 
"'lie i'.UH ji.L;i for. G a us e without 
,B,is'ilonQE , ':''.f6x. al long; time.' -.-.It's 
draining: how-many- poop ie get unset 
wheri^u\respbhd! toVi-. " presentment" 
wifetEe^hiro^ 

Attorneys get upser, they say 
tHe^-lJES-haE.iiothing- to:: dohwith? cases; 

Judgcs get upset, they say the 
TJCC does notaoply in their court 

Even patriots get upset; they 
think: the TJCC does not jpply to 
them. There is however, a parallel in 
the TJCC to everything, that is going 
on«in:the::court3f today: 

cot example, TJCC 2-201 is 
called the "statute of frauds". A 
"statute oEfrauds" could mean one of 
two things: Either, once and^fot all 
we are going to getnd of fraud, (and 
if you. believe, that! have a. bridge that 
I can sell you), or Fraud is now 
"3tatutiz=dr so. that we can. show 
exactly how tos commit fraud 
"legally". The second condition is 
sisiacily what' b happened: fraud, 
properly done; hasibeen- legalized. 

Statute of Frauds, UCC2-201 
subparend. (1), readsr "Except as 
otherwise provided in this section a 
contract for the sale of goods for the 
pnes of five hundred dollars or more 
is- not enforceable by way of action or 
defense- unless there is some writing 
sufficient to indicate that a contract 
for sale has been made between the 
parties and signed by the party 
againsT.whom;enforcement is sought, or 
by.' his; authorized; agent or broken.. -A 
writing is> notinsufficient; because it 
omits or incorrectly states a term 
agreed: upon.- But the. contract: is; not 
enforceable under this paragraph 
beyond;, th& quanhry« of goods showniin 
such writing." 

Inotherwords;.a;contractwithiai 
perso n' an signature: on it makesvthat 
peisoiB'liable^.KiB'fiaudvso-'-'iac 

UCC 2-201, Statute of Frauds, 
buoparend {2), reads, "Between 
merc]3ants^ifwithiiia(reasonable',tiine;a 
writing: miconfiimatiott of .the.- contract 
ana:,'suffic.ient::against the.'.sender.i is 
icceiveeianaVlhe.-party- receiving: it has 
reason: to- know; ns; contents;: it. satisfies 
ate reamremcnls; of : subsection (1) 
ngamstsuch pwy unless vnticn nohes 
ot oDjectioii to the contents oT the 




3ecuon_2. - 201 s^ooarend (2,) frauc 
car- be legs* ^11 ihsx is<.requireci. iz a 
confirmatory -writing If someon 
sendsc.y ous ai fraudulent-: demand^, ana 
you don't object within. 10 days o> 
raceiDLorme-coniirrnaiorv writing, itis 
the same as if there was a signed 
contract*. 

Now do you. understand. wny Right 
Way recommends you do Refusals for 
Cause,'? Doing them timely is essential, 
because- as you can see jazlure las 
object timely is. fatal If you fail to 
oDject, then under sabparend (I), there- 
is legal authority to take yon to court ta 
enforce, actionsiagamsts^ouEas.ithoughv 
you have signed the "contract" It's 
important to continue to refuse the 
presentments because as aoorras +he 
presenter has the last word he- has a 
contract 

TrafficvHcket, 

iietSloofc^ 
confirmatory writing. ^It may be 

an action against a? defendant who 
allegedly Wolated some statute or 
municipal' ord inane e^andctnat the 
defendant is- now liable ta answer to l the 
2lairai.,T^^^ 

says that a. citation, is merely an 
'invitation. to appear!": Agitation is not 
a: formal; cnminaCcom^ 
is not signed' by a.prosecutor and there 
is no affidavit of probable cause. 

ExperiericeUeils,.usahatbV:tiie 

time, the: defendant, makes his; first 
appearance he. is- required: to. plead 
guilty , not guilty, or no contest If the 
pleading, is; guilty or.; no.: contest: the 
defend'ant'-.has. admitted. his. guilt: and. 
willpay a. fine.. If the pleading is; not, 
guilty , bur the- defendant has failed; to 
object-to: the confirmato^ 
tic£et)vwithin 10'daysy. he-has: aheady 
^Ighed" : a\contracfetbipay the: fine; and: 
^osts.;andWhatevephe;d'oes;in-court.is: 
irrelevant; 

''If: the: defendant does nor. show- 
UD; can, tiiev. court, issue a" capias? 
E1a^^si:EamJ3ictfbhary-i 4tlii stair:::: 
Capias. AdAiidieiidum, Judicium.. -A. 
writ issue d'j, ins a- case: o f; mis demeanor, . 
afteEthe: defendant; nas.-appeared:'and: is 
found guilty, toy bring him. to. hesr 
jud'gmerit-'Jf he. is: not- present when 
ealledS '4,'Bl: Comm. 368. . If you; have 

:confirmatory: , writing-:aren^feyou.a!re^y 
iiiaBle.?!;' Wliat isdeftto: determine; but 
fMJWiinucniybETowe?;' 



coniliiaHe:.tfcs;.fbinnii:.of:;procsss,-'wii|i0i 
Sil'tiwihgittie. procedures: set"foetSi< i 
tKe;; criminals case - law-? - Most; judge 
adiniteth'at;,tefflc-.c'a^ 
criiiueali .■, Traffic; tickets; area- tcrimihi 
■ cases&tfcejr' te:co!ynmerciaiics.ses. 

The'- jkwv enforcement; officer accuse 
tfe^efehdanttofavvW 
ordinance:;. - With that; ord mahce.-there'S 
a; requirement.to, pay. a- fine- and' a,- cou 
cost if found guiiiy. . Ratlmr.thax,. issue, 
probable cause affidavit in. crimin: 
prosess, tfiaofficenissiiessa commerce 
instrument called; a. ""citation" .whic 
meets all' the: requirements, of 
confirmatory writings'. Itiexplains tb 
accusatiba-. in-,.terms-'. of-,' a. statut 
ietaEling; tha- -'product". you:-ar 
''purchksihgf : . fines; and ? : court cost; 
Your first;apipearance. dafe: is. usually se 
just beyand.40 day;;. after the; citatio 
issue s^s^ybuf: can? object tos it:; a 
required by nCC. 2^-201... The- Citatio 
was, de jiy ered-.in- p e rs on by tbahn 
enf6rceme'ni ! offi'cercwh : Q-. expl'aiiiei 
acEctly what, mts terms and. condition 
arenas: iaTequired-in, UCC. 2i201isui 
EarenoV62)fc ; .r ? ;Ji ;^;-'-.: -C. :">:l:"-:::::A; ; 

Mpstf of the:;time:' tneoffice 
obtains, assigiiamre; ^^on:me:citatibn.at ; thi 
tiias iihsiiasiieito- establish; a. c ontrac 
frorcft ttiejbegihnmgi., ; However^ Hi 
dbesSf really care; 'if 1 rf a? si'gnedi' pc not 
itfsViitoafefialit' If 'you,-sign : t&es- ciiatipi 
.t^:a^oii£&JBVundibr..'1Dr6e:-''i^0^: anl 
parCTd?§,p.-_If^ 

IQfday svteabpet .ib' : 'wri&g v fo.-.me1£nii! 
and? con^tibhsixbntaineWonV tfe 
c6rifirniatoi:^-.wriung. 

If yoU;failfto> pbject : in.iOdaynane 
s o; ihtb; traffic c ourr to challerig: 
juri'sdictib n,;.-yo u -are-, aunirnaril] 
overruleci. Tlic. couftX/hasisomethiiij 
avetyquib'J Iter than- jurM 

signed'-: • EiirtBer,;the; contract is- aVlipi> 

and. .laxv supersedesreverytttings elsi 
mciiidihg: any- arguments, the: defendai 
could 1 raise challenging -jurisdiction:;'..' : 
Did;you..thiiiifi: : the law. was -don 
away with; because; of "the. bankriipte) 
The: law-" of; contract: supersede 
e.ver3fthing> Your signature .on;.. tb 
connnrntory,;writmg^eftrier: by.aigxiir 
it oKfaiuhg- to- object-becomes: /&;.& 
It vafgres.ume.ii- that; -e-v-.ery Bod 
understands::, the: law: .If:, is; presume 
that;the:reasQn;anyone:.wouldifair;; 
object timely ■ ui; writin g-; is.^bsGaEise, tfi< 
.agre.e:; w.&h':'.;'ever,yitli"£'ii;-g::.. im- tk 
eonfirmatQiry.'wri'ting-;as; it. attaches:.-' 
themi Tfei:efdre'tBey.:haye:asdTiity. ;i ' 
appeaEand^gay.the.fejg'. -M 4 -W 



ILS Services, Inc. 
Austin Centre #1860 
701 Brazos, Suite 500 
Austin, Texas 78701 
(512) 334-6144/329-646 
PRISON LINE: (512) 899-3300 
Fax: (512) 402-8425 
Entail: 



August 5, 2008 
AUSTIN, TEXAS 

ILS ANNOUNCES MAJOR BREAKTHROUGH ON TITLE 18 

ILS Services, Inc., a leading legal research firm headquartered in Austin, 
Texas, announced that it has been advised that the first person has been released 
challenging the validity of Title 18. 

ILS was advised that a win was issued in West Virginia for one prisoner. 

Further research by ELS has also uncovered another significant error in the 
criminal code. The federal Title 18 criminal code was codified in 1909, again in 
1940, and again in 1948. In 1909 and 1940 the jurisdictional section lor federal 
courts only authorized prosecution under Title 18 crimes, not under drug crimes or 
IRS crimes. The 1940 statute, 18 USC § 546, we never repealed or amended. That 
statute, which is still valid, only authorized prosecution for 1909 Title 18 crimes, 
nothing for Title 21 or Title 26. Furthermore, under the Fair Warning Doctrine, to 
prosecute someone under a prior statute, a person must be given warning under 
that statute. Therefore, no possible prosecv'ion exists under Title 21, Title 26, or 
under any Title 18 charge other than those ILted in the 1909 act, but prior notice is 
required. 

ILS intends to reopen cases by raising the additional error, which would deprive the 
court of jurisdiction over any criminal case. 

Should you have any questions regarding your case please feel free to call us. 
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y Joyce Rosenwald 

\ ccording to Legal Research, 
"V Every state probably has 
imewhere in its codes the 
rpcess to have state law C er- 
neaj ig const itutional." See 
??srenceS oeTow for Federal, 
orida, and California laws 
n the subject of Intervention 
nd such challenges. You can 
nd cases of this kind here 
nd here, 
there is a 
lechanism in 
law that 
Mows you 

-V> make a 

institutional 
challenge 

Vh rough 

V>e back 

ckoor . when 

v-vtyolved in 

-Hie courts. I 

c* on't believe 

uou can ever successfully 
fwgue in the administrative 
P rocess. The bastards made 
^-very big mistake when they 
allowed, even encouraged us 
believe that the constitution 
ii, alive and well; Die attorney 
% eneral of every state can be 
subpoenaed into a courtroom 
■\o testify to the constitutionality 
6>f the act you are charged 
v>?i|:h violating. Every codified 
\ aw must also be certified as 
constitutional by the supreme 
Court of the state before it can 
v*e implemented. Using this 
info I have successfully won 
-«very issue I have ever had in 
V he courts. My case was always 
dismissed rather than have the 
£raud exposscf. Of course, I 
^tlso have a few more tricks up 
jr®y sleeve that I never discuss, 
ft legal researcher becomes a 
constitutional scholar in spite 
c>f themselves. If you want to 
Viave a constitutional system 
you have to function as if you 

clO. 

I've spent the last 20 years 
connecting the dots. I now 
Vielieve I have discovered how 
4-0 get REMEDY! 



(20 that wnne it exists it must 
necessarily be [229 U.S. 416, 
429] obeyed in civil matters 
by private citizens who, by 
acts of obedience rendered in 
submission to such force, do 
not become responsible, as 
wrongdoers, for those acts, 
though not warranted by the 
laws of the rightful government. 
Actual governments of this sort 
are established over districts 
differing greatly in extent aod 
conditions. 



They are 
usually 
administered 
directly by 
m i I i t a ry 




OK.. .let's start here: 

'But there is another 
description of government, 

ailed also by publicists a 
qovernmentde facto, but which 
might, perhaps, be more aptly 
denominated a government 
*f paramount force. Its 
distinguishing characteristics 
svre (1) that its existence is 
maintained by active military 
Wwer within the territories, 
^rid against the rightful 
fvuthority of an established 
$t-nd lawful government; and 



"You cannot claim to 

be a citizen of a State 

or the U.S. because - « ■ y 

■ Jf . . . 4 authority, but 
neither exist as de jure 1 they may be 

governments, they are afsoTby^i'i 
governments 4e facto" I u p p ° r r ^ 

more or less 
directly by 
military force.' Thornington v. 
Smith, 8 Wall. 1, 9, 19 |_. ed. 
361, 363. 

I spent all day yesterday 
researching the above case. I 
have come to the conclusion 
that we are indeed under 
the jurisdiction of a military 
authority, administered by civil 
afthority, and the courts run 
asierica . It goes all the way 
back to before. the Revolution. 
International treaties, codified 
into law, are superior to 
djmestic law, ( as stated 6y 
tlfe Supreme Court ) starting at 
ttfe time of the Revolution. (No 
transfer of American soil from 
tlfe Crown ) The colonies were 
Botish (Crown) corporations. 
V\£shington D.C. became: the 
Mipther Corp. and the colonies 
became, her Trie's, 
ipeace was never declared 
after the civil war, and we are 
stjil functioning under the war 
powers. This explains why 
we don't win in the courts. 
Tie national Constitution has 
been suspended. The states, 
a§ Inc.'s , also had their 
Constitutions suspended. We 
lost our law, which is supposed 
to: be certified as constitutional 
before it can be implemented. 
NO REMEDY. This pyplainc the 
Rajfi-of-fetecejsity. 

You cannot claim to be a 
citizen of a State or the U.S. 
because neither exist as de 
jure governments, they are 
governments de facto. 

■However, since our de facto 
governments won't tell us this, 
and we are still functioning 
under the belief that the 
constitutions are de jure, I 
stjill think we can challenge 



under the "absence of law 
is the remedy" theory. Just 
exactly what is this theory?. 
As I said before, all law has to| 
be certified as constitutional 
by the state supreme court j 
before it can be implemented. 
When charged with violating 
a law, one should subpoena 
the certification of the act 
by the state supreme . court. 
One should also subpoena 
the Attorney General of 
the state to testify to the 
constitutionality of the act. 
Because the law will not be 
certified as constitutional, and 
the state Attorney will not 
testify to the constitutionality 
of the act, nothing remains but 
for the court to dismiss your 
case. I've used this technique 
is a firearms violation case in 
which the defendant, if found 
guilty, would have been given 
40 years in jail. Instead, on the 
day of his trial, he was called 
to the bench and told his case 
has been dismissed. 

I believe that all judges, once 
they reach the appellate level 
are aware of the above facts. 
The more arrogant the judge, 
the more he knows about the 
government being de facto. 
The law schools are private, 
so the lawyers are educated to 
work for the de facto system, 
by making sure that the will of 
the state is imposed upon us. 
There was a deaf struck that, if 
any person who doesn't have a 
lawyer to bring a case before 
the courts, and if this person 
proves the fraud, and speaks 
the truth about the fraud, 
the courts- are - compelled to 
not allow the case to be cited 
or published anywhere. The 
courts cannot -afford to have 
the case freely available in the 
public archives. This would be 
evidence of the fraud. That is 
why you can't hire an attorney. 
An attorney is compelled to 
uphold the fraud. 

As I said before, all law has 
to be certified as constitutional 
by the state supreme court 
before it can be implemented. 
What is the source of this 
proposition? I think the war 
powers condition is cumulative 
since the civil war. I don't think 
WWII ever ended in the States. 
The judiciary act of 1948 was 
a wartime act. Peace did not 
come with Germany and Japan 
until after Korea was started 
which is still going on. UN 
was founded and entered into 
during WWII. The NC statutes 
read as if WWII war powers 
are still in effect. 

In a civil case, would 
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NOTICE TO COUNTY CLERK 



The minute you receive any affidavit, it is recorded. Should you refuse to record My affidavits, 
once deposited with you, you are committing a crime against justice under Statutes at Large Sec. 
5403 and it is punishable by up to a S2000 fine and 3 years imprisonment. If your county 
attorney told you not to file any documents like mine, you are still responsible, as I do not accept 
any third party interveners. Any attorney, district attorney, or anyone from the lawyering craft 
are all third parties and do not have a license to make a legal determination in this matter as they 
do not represent Me and you, the county clerk, do not have the authority to represent Me. 

Title LXX. — CRIMES. — CH. 4. CRIMES AGAINST JUSTICE 

(Destroying, &c, public records.) 

SEC. 5403. Every person who willfully destroys or attempts to destroy, or, with intent to steal or 
destroy, takes and carries away any record, paper, or proceeding of a court of justice, filed or 
deposited with any clerk or officer of such court, or any paper, or document, or record filed or 
deposited in any public office, or with any judicial or public officer, shall, without reference to 
the value of the record, paper, document, or proceeding so taken, pay a fine of not more than two 
thousand dollars, or suffer imprisonment, at hard labor, not more than three years, or both: [See § 
§5408,5411,5412.1] 

Title LXX.— CRIMES.— CH. 4. CRIMES AGAINST JUSTICE 
(Conspiracy to defeat enforcement of the laws.) 

SEC. 5407. If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire for the purpose of 
impeding, hindering, obstructing, or defeating, in any manner, the due course of justice in any 
State or Territory, with intent to deny to any citizen the equal protection of the laws, or to injure 
him or his property for lawfully enforcing, or attempting to enforce, the right of any person, or 
class of persons, to the equal protection of the laws, each of such persons shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than five hundred nor more than five thousand dollars, or by imprisonment, with 
or without hard labor, not less than six months nor more than six years, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment. See § § 1977-1991, 20042010, 5506-5510.1 

Title LXX.— CRIMES.— CH. 4. CRIMES AGAINST JUSTICE 

(Destroying record by officer in charge.) 

SEC. 5408. Every officer, having the custody of any record, document, paper, or proceeding 
specified in section fifty-four hundred and three, who fraudulently takes away, or withdraws, or 
destroys any such record, document, paper, or proceeding filed in his office or deposited with 
him or in his custody, shall pay a fine of not more than two thousand dollars, or suffer 
imprisonment at hard labor not more than three years, or both-, and shall, moreover, forfeit his 
office and be forever afterward disqualified from holding any office under the Government of the 
United States. 
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THE PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 



Title 5 of United States, Code Annotated 552 (a) is known as The Privacy Act of 
1974. Based on the Privacy Act, and 88 Stat. 1896, Sec. 7 (a) (1), "It is against the law to 
require a common numerical identifier such as a social security or other number for 
any purpose when the individual does not wish to disclose one, they nmst still receive 
the right, benefit or privilege afforded by law as others would receive by disclosing a 
common numerical identifier." 

Courts have ruled in part: 

"Right of privacy is a personal right designed to protect persons from unwanted 
disclosure of personal information..." I Financial Corporation v. Local 743 , D.C., HI, (1981), 
515 F. Supp. 942. 

The District Court in Delaware held that The Privacy Act: 
"was enacted for the purpose of curtailing the expanding use of social security numbers... and 
to eliminate the threat to individual privacy and confidentiality of information posed by 
common numerical identifiers" Doyle v. Wilson, D.C ., Del. L (1982), 529 F. Supp. 1343. 

Should any person, business or government agency decide to deny an individual any 
right, benefit or privilege when they refuse to reveal a social security number, or other common 
numerical identifier that man or woman can file summary suit in US District Court, and if 
successful, are assured a minimum of $1,000.00 plus attorney fees: 

(A) actual damage's sustained by the individual as a result of the refusal or failure, but in no 
case shall a person entitled to recovery receive less than the sum of $1,000.00; and 

(B) the costs of the action together with reasonable attorney fees as determined by the 
court." 

Courts have determined that only the following agencies are permitted access to your social 
security account number: 

1. The Department of Social Services, assistance. (D.S.H.S. for public assistance.) 

2. The IRS (For tax purposes). Limited to voluntary use only by the people. 

The IRS is not a U.S. Government Agency. It is a private collection agency for 
the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Diversified Metal Products v. IRS et al. CV- 
93-405E-EJE U.S.D.C.D.L, Public Law 94-564, Senate Report 94-1148 pg. 5967, 
Reorganization Plan No. 26, Public Law 102-391.) 

Call 1 -800-TAX-NOMO and buy a copy of The Social Security Scam bv Irwin 

Sehiff. 

For complete information on the Social Security Scam order FORMS KIT ■ 2 

"How in a\oid liie Social Secunt\ irap 

FREEDOM IS FLN! 
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